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ABSTRACT
This study deals with the history of Buddhism in 
the northern Deccan during the Satavahana period. The 
first chapter examines the evidence relating to the first 
appearance of Buddhism in this area, its timing and the 
support by the state and different sections of the 
population. This is followed by a discussion of the 
problems surrounding the chronology of the Satavahana 
dynasty and evidence is advanced to support the 
’shorter chronology*. In the third chapter the Buddhist 
monuments attributable to the Satavahana period are 
dated utilising the chronology of the Satavahanas provided 
in the second chapter. The inscriptional evidence 
provided by these monuments is described in detail.
The fourth chapter contains an analysis and description 
of the sects and sub-sects which constituted the Buddhist 
Order. Emphasis is placed on the geographical location 
of these sects and sub-sects. The fifth chapter is 
devoted to an account of the monastic organisation of 
the period - the construction of the monasteries, their 
administration, the means provided for their maintenance 
and the monks in lay society. In the last chapter the
place of Buddhism in the society of the northern Deccan 
is described, attention being directed to the relationship 
between the Saipgha and the Satavahana rulers, the 
merchant class and other strata of lay society.
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INTRODUCTION
This study deals with the history of Buddhism in 
the northern Deccan under the Satavahana rulers* We 
shall start by defining the three terms used in the 
title: 'Buddhism1, ’the northern Deccan' and ’Satavahana*.
’Buddhism* here denotes not merely the doctrinal 
and ethical systems based on the teachings of Gautama 
Buddha, but also the socio-economic and institutional 
framework which developed around those doctrinal and 
ethical systems. We shall examine the relative importance 
within our area of the various schools of Buddhist 
thought, the relationship between Buddhist religious 
beliefs and practice, and the social and economic 
structure of the region as well as the relationship 
between political and religious institutions.
-I
The term ’Deccan' (from daksina meaning ’south'), 
has been used to describe the whole of the Indian
2Peninsula* lying south of the Vindhya-Satpura range.
1. A.L. Basham, The Wonder that was India, 1971* P* 2.
2* R.C. Majumdar (ed.) The Vedic Age, 1951* P« 95-
In this study we use the term ’northern Deccan’ to 
designate that a^ rea between the Vindhya—Satpura mountains 
in the north and the Pennar and Tungabhadra rivers in
the south - the region watered by the K^s^ia and the
o o
Godavari rivers* This area between latitudes 15 an& 22 
north - the territory of the Satavahana rulers - 
encompasses modern Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh and parts 
of Mysore and Madhya Pradesh.
’Satavahana’ was the name of a dynasty of rulers 
who exercised authority in this part of India. The 
origins of this dyhasty are obscure. It is however 
known from inscriptions that they came into prominence 
in the western part of the northern Deccan (around 
Nanagha't), where their earliest inscriptions have been 
found in about the first century B.CS, and continued to 
rule parts of the northern Deccan until the beginning of 
the third century A.D.
The political history as well as the history of 
Buddhism in the northern D^ecan has .been-.studied by 
Several able scholars. In 1895* B.G. Bhandarkar’s 
Early History of the Dekkan appeared. This work, the
1. The Gazetteer of India, Indian Union I, 1965* p* 7*
first political history of the Deccan, though it discusses 
the Satavahana dynasty in detail, has little to say concerning 
Buddhism in peninsular India. Bhandarkar’s early study 
was supplemented in 1920 by Jouveau Dubreuil’s Ancient 
History of the Deccan though it too ignores the importance ©j-
Buddhism. Of the later contributions by D.C.Sircar,
2 3 kG. Venket Rao, K.Gopalachari and R. Mukherjee, only
the last two deal in any detail with Buddhism during the
Satavahana period; the other studies, while adding to our
knowledge of the Satavahana dynasty, pass over the Sa^gha
and Buddhist lay society in silence. This study is intended
to fill this gap in our knowledge of the history of
Indian Buddhism.
1. D.C. Sircar, ’The Satavahanas and the Chedis’, in
-R, C. Majumdar (ed.) The Age of Imperial 
Unity, 1951* Chap. XIII.
2. G. Venket Eao, 'T^e Pre-Satavahana and Satavahana Periods’,
in G. Yaxdani (ed.) Early History of the - 
Deccan, I, 19&0, Chap. II.
3. K. Gopalachari, Early History of the Andhra Country, 19^1*
'The Satavahana Empire’ in K.A.N.Sastri 
(ed.) A Comprehensive History of India, II, 
1957.
4. R. Mukherjee, The History of the Andhra Region
c. A.D. 75-550 (Ph. D. Th&sis) University 
of London, 19(>5*
Buddhism originated in eastern India during the 
sixth century B.C. Following the Buddha’s parinibbapa 
his disciples carried his teachings westwards up the 
Gangetic plain. From Magadha and the north it passed 
south to the Deccan.
The success or the failure of the new religion depended 
as much on the support provided by groups within the 
society of the area as on the patronage of the state.
We will, therefore, consider the evidence relating to the 
assistance and support given to the members of the 
Samgha by the different sections of the Deccani society, 
as well as that provided by the Satavahana rulers.
The chronology of the Satavahana dynasty is of basic 
importance for our study as it has aroused much controversy 
among earlier scholars.
Using our chronology of the Satavahanas as a basis, 
it is possible to date positively those monuments that 
are associated with specific rulers. From this we can 
suggest the sequence of the foundation and construction 
of the major monasteries and Buddhist centres of the Deccan.
The first mention of Buddhist sects and sub-sects 
among the Samgha of the Deccan occurs at the beginning 
of the Christian era. The exact time of the emergence 
of these sectarian differences is, however, not known. 
The Mahasamghikas flourished in the eastern Deccan 
(Andhra) and divided after their arrival within the 
area into numerous sub-sects. The Sthaviravadins who 
appear to have been numerous in the western Deccan 
(Maharashtra)were represented by a number of sub-sects.
Very little research work has been done regarding 
the organization and composition of the Buddhist 
community of this area and period. In this study we 
shall place particular emphasis upon the internal 
structure of the monasteries and upon the relationship 
between the monks and Buddhist lay society. We shall 
discuss the importance of royal patronage and shall 
conclude by attempting to identify those groups within 
the soci ety of the Deccan which were particularly 
important in providing support for the Samgha. It will 
be our contention that there was a close connexion
between the followers of local commercial groups and 
the spread of Buddhism.
Sources
Apart from the secondary works, for which a full list 
is provided in the bibliography, the primary material 
is of two types - archaeological and literary. The first 
includes inscriptions, monuments and coins. The second 
comprises the Buddhist and non-Buddhist records and the 
accounts of foreign visitors to India.
We would make the following observations regarding 
the relative value of our sources.
I. Archaeological Sources
(a) Inscriptions
There are a large number of inscriptions preserved 
either in full or in part, in both the western and the 
eastern parts of the northern Deccan. These inscriptions 
have attracted the attention of scholars from the second 
half of the nineteenth century. In 18 81, Bhagavanlal 
Indraji and James Burgess published all the inscriptions
from the oave temples available at that time in a work 
entitled Inscriptions from the Cave temples of V/estern India, 
In 1 8 8 3, Burgess published the inscriptions;, at Nasik
Y*/ Pa
and Karle in the Archaeological Survey of- India, Volume
IV, while in the same year George Buhler published the 
— . . .  ^
Kanheri inscriptions in the Archaeological Survey of India,
Volume V. Again in 1902, and ifr-1905 the inscriptions
at Karle and Nasik were edited and translated by
E.$enarttin the Epigraphia Indica, Volume VII and VIII.
In 1910, H. Luders published a full list of references
and a summary of the contents of each of these inscriptions,?
(in a list of inscriptions covering the whole of India)
in the Epigraphia Indica, Volume X. In 19^2, and again
in 196f?i a selected number of inscriptions were edited
by D.C. Sircar in hid Select Inscriptions Bearing on Indian
History and Civilization.
The majority of the inscriptions at Amaravati were 
discovered and edited by J. Burgess in the latter half 
of the nineteenth century. In 1910, H.Luders included 
in his list of inscriptions all the Amaravati inscriptions 
which had been discovered at that date. In 1919* K.P. Chanda
edited several early Amaravati inscriptions in the 
Epigraphia Indica, Volume XV, while in 19^ -2 C. Sivaramamurti 
edited a copious list of all the Amaravati inscriptions 
the Bulletin of the Madras Government Museum. Since 
then several Amaravati inscriptions have been brought to 
light by the Archaeological Survey of India. These 
inscriptions are published in the Annual Report of 
Indian Epigraphy in 1959-60.
The inscriptions at Bhat^iprolu were first systematically 
edited and published by G. Buhler in 189^ - in the 
Epigraphia Indica, Volume II, They were re-edited by
D.C. Sircar in 19^2 and in 1965 in his Select Inscriptions 
Bearing on Indian History and Civilization.
The majority of the inscriptions discovered at 
Nagarjunakon^a were edited and published by J. Ph. Vogel 
in the Epigraphia Indica, Volume XX (1929-30).
Apart from these, reference may also be made to 
some recently discovered inscriptions in this area.
Several such inscriptions were found by S.B. Deo and
"I
J.P. Joshi in their excavations at Pauni in 1969-70,
1. S.B. Deo and J.P. Joshi, Pauni Excavations, 1969-70» 1972.
1
while one inscription was brought to light by R* Subrahmanyan 
in 1968 at Guntupally.
These inscriptions provide the most important single 
group of sources for our study and constitute the most 
reliable data for the history of Buddhism in the Deccan 
in our period*
(b) Remains of monuments
The remains of monuments of the Deccan attracted the 
attention of scholars from the beginningsjof the nineteenth 
century.
The first systematic attempt to describe the rock-cut
2caves in Maharashtra was made by J. Fergusson in 1843*
This was followed by the publication in 1880 of the Gave 
Temples of India by J* Fergusson and J. Burgess* In 1883  
the latter work was supplemented by Burgess in a report 
of the Archaeological Survey of India (Report of the 
Archaeological Survey of India, Volume IV, 18 83).
Unlike the Buddhist monuments of the western Deccan 
those in the eastern Deccan are not well preserved. In 
1882-84, a list of sites where ruined monuments survived
1. Andhra Pradesh Government Epigraphical Series, no. 3*
196s, pp. 1-7 .
2. J. Fergusson, 'On the Rock-cut Temples of India1, JRAS,
viii, pp. 30-9 2.
was published by R. Sewell.
Of these the stupa that ohce stood at Amaravati 
has attracted the attention of a large number of scholars.
The various publications and findings of these scholars 
are referred to in chapter I. Guntupally, Sankaram, Gudivada, 
Chinna Ganjam, Raraaredd.ipally, Chejrala, Alluru, Jaggayyapeta, 
and Ghantasala are other such sites.o
With the inscriptions! data, these Buddhist monuments 
provide us with reliable evidence regarding the spread of Buddhism 
to the Deccan. They also enable us to recreate the life 
of Buddhist monasteries during the Satavahana period. At 
the majority of these sites only stupas remain. Vihara^ 
remains are found only at Nagarjunakonda, Guntupally and 
Sankaram.
(c) Coins
There have been considerable finds of coins belonging 
to the Satavahana rulers and the Saka rulers. In 1908, 
a catalogue of such coins was published by B.J. Rapson.
More recently several new coin hoards have been discovered. 
Reference is made in the bibliography (section on coins)
to publications on these coins.
The evidence of coins is largely supplementary to 
that of inscriptions. Thus, a large number of coins confirms 
the information contained in inscriptions by mentioning 
the names of several Satavahana and Saka rulers. The 
location of hoards of coins provide supplementary evidence 
for the extefct of the area over which a particular ruler 
excercised authority. Some coins belonging to the Saka
rulers bear dates. The evidence of these coins has been
/
helpful in establishing the chronology of those Saka rulers 
who were the Satavahana contemporaries.
II. Literary Sources
These consist of Buddhist and non-Buddhist works.
There are no Buddhist works which can be dated back to
i
our area and period,,with certainty. However, reference 
is made by some Buddhist works to activities of Buddhist 
monks in the Deccan. The Kathavatthuppakarana Atthakatha
I    I nr I— will Mil ■ u n M ir fH if l l  i 111 'in rr-mnnrrm— i €> • * * *  — ' <3 O — ■— w n   ■ —  ■
(commentary on the Kathavatthuppakarana by Buddhagosa) makes
reference to the Andhaka sects and a discussion of this
account will be given in chapter IV. The Ceylonese works - the
 ^Dipa-vamsa, the Samantapasadika and the Mahavaipsa contain
traditions regarding the introduction of Buddhism to some 
parts of the Deccan. A discussion of these traditions will be 
given in chapter I.
The Vayu, Matsya, Bhagavata, Brahmanda and the 
Vignu Purapas contain information regarding the 
•Andhra dynasty1 (i,e. the Satavahanas of the inscriptions). 
These accounts consist of information on the origin of 
the Andhra dynasty and statements regarding the duration 
of the Andhra dynasty as a whole.
The faranas, in general, are considered by scholars 
to have been composed at a much later date than the events 
they describe. The unreliable nature of the Puranic 
accounts for the study of the Satavahana period will be 
discussed in chapter IX.
Accounts of visitors to India from other parts of the 
world
Reference is made to two Greek works - the Periplus 
Maris Brythraei and Ptolemy*s Geographia -, to the 
Chinese accounts of Fa-hien and Hiuan Tsang and to the 
Tibetan accounts of Vasumitra and Taranatha.
Of these, the Periplus gives a description of the 
settlements on the coast of the Indian Ocean, including 
the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf. It describes the condition 
of trade of its time and mentions a number of contemporary
rulers*
The date of this work has aroused controversy among
scholars. While some have dated it to 6 0 -8 9 A.D. others
2
advocate a later date - the third century A.D. However, 
the mention of Malichus, king of the Nabataeans, who has 
been identified with Malichus II (40-71 A.D.), in the 
Periplus gives us a fixed point in time regarding its date. 
Moreover, Mambarus or Nambanus (sec. 41) who has been
identified with the king Nahapana cannot be placed after
—  ^  -  on 
Gautamiputra Sri Satakarni/insfcfciptional and numismatic
grounds. Another factor which can be cited in favour of
the early date of the Periplus is that the disonder^yV   -. ^ -- "—T V
condition of Scythia mentioned in the section 38 tallies
well with the situation prevailing in that region in late
3first century A.D.
1. See V/.H. Schoff, The Periplus of the Erythraean Sea, 1912, 
p. 8 (60 A.D. ) 5 J.W. McCrindle, IA, VIII, l8^9, p. 108 
(80-89 A.D.).
2. M.Reinaud, 'On the Periplus of the Erythraean Sea1, IA, 
VIII, 1 8 7 9,* p. 331; J. Pirenne, JA, 1961, pp. 441 ff.
3* P.K. Hitti, History of the Arabs, 1961, chapter VI.
4. J. Pirenne who contested the ficst century Ac ontends that 
the phrase 'king of Nabataeans' is in a later corrective 
hand. But other scholars have shown that the validity of 
this argument is not convincing (V. Dehfcjia, Early Buddhist 
Rock Temples, 1972, pp. 23-24).
5 . E.J. Rapson (ed.), Cambridge History of India, I, 1922,
pp." 58'4-3&3.
'I
Ptolemy's Geographia (140-150 A.D) supplies a long 
list of places in India and indicates their location with 
reference to a system of longitudinal and latitudinal degrees. 
It mentions a few rulers in India and thus provides valuable 
clues with regard to the chronology of the Satavahana 
dynasty. It also provide some valuable information regarding 
the commercial activities of the period.
Fa-hien's account (c. 400-411) provides very little 
information regarding the state of Buddhism in this part 
of India while Hiuan Tsang (630-644 A.D.), most of whose 
evidence relates to a period later than the Satavahana 
period, gives a number of legends connected with the 
Buddhist monuments which he visited. The reliability of 
these legends is, however, doubtful.
Vasumitra's treatise (c. second century A.D. v) on 
the doctrines of different Buddhist schools throws valuable 
light on the history of the various sects of this area, 
and Taranatha's account of the history of Buddhism in India 
(seventeenth century A.D.) also contains some legends 
regarding this area and period. The reliability of these
1. It is generally accepted that the fcieographia is datable 
to the middle of the second century A.D.
legends is, however, doubtful.
Early studies of the Buddhist monuments
Investigations into the nature and importance of the
monuments of the northern Deccan began as early as the
first half of the nineteenth century A.D. C. Mackenzie's
-1
report on the monument of Amaravati and Sewell's reports
2
on the archaeological remains in this area drew the attention 
of scholars to the large number of monuments which are 
excavated in subsequent years. The monuments were more 
scientifically studied by J. Fergusson and J. Burgess 
(1®8o-84). Since then excavations in sites such as at 
Bhattiprolu, Gudivada, Jaggayyapeta, Guntupally, Nagarjunakonda, 
Ramareddipally, Alluru etc. were conducted by A. Eea ,
A.H. Longhurst, T.N. Ramachandran and fcther scholars.
The reports of these scholars on the last mentioned 
monuments have provided valuable data for historical studies.
Since the time of the abpve-mentioned scholars, 
further research has been done by others on the chronology 
and the architectural development of these monuments.
1. G. Mackenzie, 'Ruins of Amravutty, Dipauldina and
Durnicotta*, The Asiatic Journal (OS) #
xv, 1823, pp. 464 ff.
2. B. Sewell, List of Antiquarian Remains in the Presidency
of Madras, 2 Vols. 1882-84.
Thus in 1927 A.K. Coomaraswamy gave a description of the 
architectural development of the monuments of the northern 
Deccan in his work entitled The History of Indian and 
Indonesian Art. In 1951* S.K.Saraswati and N.R* Hay also 
gave a description of the development of the aa?t and
'I
architecture of the same monuments. A valuable contribution
to the knowledge of the development of the art and
architecture of these monuments was made by P. Brown in
his work (undated) entitled Indian Architecture: Buddhist
and Hindu while in 1959* B. Howland also described the
art and architecture of the same monuments in his work ,
The Art and Architecture of India. In 19&0, G. Yazdani
described the &rchifcedture, sculpture and painting of
2the monuments in the Deecan while in a recent work entitled 
Early Buddhist Rock Temples published in 1972, V. Dehejia 
has traced the chronological sequence and the architectural 
development of the Buddhist rock cut temples in western 
India«
1. S. K. Saraswati and N.H. Hay, 'Architecture1, chapter 
XX in R. C. Majumdar (ed.) The Age of Imperial Unity, 
1951.
2. G. Yazdani, 'The Fine Arts of the Deccan : Architecture, 
Sculpture, and Painting', The Early History of the 
Deccan, parts VII-XI, i9 6 0, pp. 717-77^.
In this connexion reference may also be made to the 
research work on the art and arfchitectural development 
of the stupa at Amaravati. Thus after the initial phase 
of the discovery and excavations at Amaravati, several 
contributions have been made by scholars on the art and 
architectural developments of the stupa at Amaravati.
In this regard, special mention may be made to 
C. Sivaramamurtifs Amaravati Sculptures in the Madras 
Government Museum (Bulletin of the Madras Government Museum,IV, 
19^2), D. Barrett's Sculptures from Amaravati in the 
British Museum (195*0* and Stern and M. Benisti's 
Evolution du Style Indien d*Amaravati (1961).
The above-mentioned scholars have dealt exhaustively with 
. the development of art and architecture of the 
monuments of the northern Deccan. Hence, it is not intended 
to examine this aspect in our study.
In addition to the research on the monuments, their 
significance and their artehteotural development, reference 
may also be made to studies on the palaeography of the 
Brahrai script which have shed light on the many problems 
regarding the chronology of the monuments. Since the time
of Buhler and Burgess several scholars have advanced 
our knowledge to a great extent in this regqrd. Thus, 
in 1919 R.P. Chanda published a monograph entitled 
'Dates of the Votive Inscriptions on the Stupas at Sanci', 
in the Memoirs of the Archaeological Survey of India,If 
which modified some of the conclusions of Buhler and 
Burgess. In 19^5* A. H. Dani, in his Indian Palaeography, 
put forward a chronological scheme that differs in 
several respects from the conclusions of Buhler, Burgess 
and Chanda. Our own observations regarding the palaeography 
of the early Brahmi inscriptions are mostly in agreement 
with Dani's conclusions.
CHAPTER I
THE BEG-IMINGrS OF BUDDHISM IN THE NORTHERN DEC C M
The evidence available for the study of the spread 
and influence of Buddhism in the northern Deccan during the 
period which precede the rise of the Satavahanas is very 
meagre. Although there are legendary accounts of Buddha's
1
visit to this part of India in some Buddhist literary works 
and in the records of the Chinese monk Hiuan Tsang, who 
visited India in the seventh century A#D., they cannot be 
considered historical. There is, however, some probability 
that this area was visited by Buddhist monks during the reign 
of Asoka and in the period which followed his reign. This 
hypothesis is supported by archaeological evidence from three 
Buddhist sites, viz. Amaravati, Pauni and Bha^^iprolu, as
1 « Reference is made in this connexion to the account of (a) the 
Ma,j ,jhima Nikayatthakatha (Papancasudani), a work^of the fifth 
century A.D., that the Buddha was invited to Sunaparanta (the 
precise location of this place is not known) which was regarded 
as a morally backward country notorious for its wicked people 
where Punna, a disciple of the Buddha, converted a large number 
of men to Buddhism^on an earlier occasion, (b) the account of 
the Saddharmaratanakaraya, a Ceylonese work of the fifteenth 
century, which describes the account found in the Maiihima-mm r W Mwwrttalwi fn w w um nn
Nikayat thakat ha in greater detail (See Papancasudani,
Ma.jjhima Nikaya Commentary, II (Aluvihara SeriesJTnot dated, 
pp. 1014 ff.; Saddharraaratanakaraya, edited by Valivitiye
_   *      -H  i ■■ ‘i II in —n iy jT n —i w - i i n i m i u  i n  ■■ tiiii ifcfminin r
Sorata, 1930, pp. 3 OR-57^
well as by Buddhist tradition as related in the 
regarding the introduction of Buddhism into this part of India# 
Using information from these sources, an attempt will be made 
in the present chapter to describe the Initial activities of 
Buddhist monies in this part of India# First of all, the 
archaeological evidence has to be discussed#
Amaravati
The ruins of the stupa at Amaravati have attracted the
attention of several scholars# The first scholar to visit and
investigate the ruins was Colin Mackenzie# In 1823, he wrote
1
an account of his findings at this site# In 1867, James
2
Fergus son wrote another account of the stupa and in 1873 he
published photographs of most of the Amaravati sculptures which
3
in the meantime had been brought to England# In 1877? Robert
k
Sewell excavated the site of the stupa and published a report,
while in 1881, James Burgess examined the site once again,
5
publishing his findings in. 1887* The area surrounding the site
1# C# Mackenzie, 'Ruins of Amravutty, Dipauldina and Durnicotta*, 
The Asiatic Journal# (OS), XV, 1823, pp. b&K
2# J# Fergusson, 'Description of Amaravati Tope in Guntur*,
JRAS, III, 1868,f|>.\yfc-|fri.
3# J# Fergusson, Tree and Serpent Worship# 1873
site
If# R# Sewell, Report on the Amaravati Tope and Excavations on its
in 1877, 1880,
5# J. Burgess, 'The Buddhist Stupas of Amaravati and Jaggayyapeta* 
.Archaeological Survey of South India, 1, 1887*
1
was visited by Alexander Rea in 1905-6 and in 1908-9. In 1942
C. Sivaramamurti published a catalogue of Amaravati sculptures
2
in the Madras Government Museum, while in 1954 Douglas Barrett
brought out a catalogue of sculptures from Amaravati in the 
3
British Museum.
Of the large number of inscriptions at Amaravati, some
A
were edited and translated by Burgess as early as 1882. In
5
1919-20, R.P. Chanda edited many of the inscriptions while
in 1942 G. Sivaramamurti published a full list of all the
6
inscriptions then discovered. Since then fresh discoveries of 
inscriptions have been made by the Archaeological Survey of India. 
These inscriptions are published in the Annual Report on Indian
1. A Rea, Annual Report of Archaeological Survey of India. 1905-6,
1908-9.
2. C* Sivaramamurti, ’Amaravati Sculptures in the Madras Government 
Museum, BMGM, IV, 1942.
3. D# Barrett, Sculptures from Amaravati in the British Museums 
1954.
4. J. Burgess, ’Notes on the Amaravati Stupa’, Archaeologioal 
Survey of South India. 1882.
5. -^.P. Chanda, ’Some Unpublished Amaravati Inscriptions’, 
gl, XV, 1919-20.
6. C. Sivaramamurti, o^cit,
Epigraphy of 1953-4 and 1959-60. In 1963-64. B.C. Sircar edited
one of these inscriptions which appears to he a part of an edict 
1
of As oka#
Although the various research and publications of the
above-mentioned scholars have broadened our knowledge of the
stupa at Amaravati to a considerable extent, its date of
construction is still a controversial subject# While some
scholars believe that the stupa was constructed as early as
2
the reign of Asoka others advocate a later date in the second
3
centu:py of the Christian era# The discovery of fresh Inscriptions 
has, however, shed new light on this problem*
The Amaravati inscription edited by D*C# Sircar, is 
important in this regard# It is engraved on a sand stone slab 
with traces of an original polish# It has been suggested by 
Sircar, on the similarity of the style of the language of this 
inscription, that it is a part of an edict of Asoka# Although 
this inscription does not make any reference to the construction 
of the stupa at Amaravati, it is significant that an inscription
dating from the time of Asoka (if the inscription was a part ^ of
an Asoka edict) has been found at this site# For it shows Asokas
connexions with the Amaravati area.
1. El, XXXV*, pp. AO-43.
2# J# Burgess, ASSI, I, 1887; C# Sivaramamurti, BM&H, IV, 1942.
3. D# Barrett, Sculptures from Amaravati in the British Museum. 1954.
In this regard, it is also interesting that a
tradition, though of a late date (seventh century), relates
that Asoka constructed a stupa in this part of India# According
to this tradition, recorded by Hiuan Tsang, Asoka erected a
1
stupa in the An-to-lo (Andhra) country. This tradition 
perhaps indicates that the first wave of influence of Buddhism 
reached this part of India during the reign of Asoka.
Though not well preserved, several other inscriptions 
provide valuable palaeographical evidence which help us to 
determine the date of earliest activity at Amaravati.
These inscriptions display a script which resembles 
to a considerable extent the script of the inscriptions of 
Asoka. A comparison of the letters of this group (k.P. Chanda 
1 , 3-20), the inscriptions published in the Annual keport of 
Indian Epigraphy of the years 1953-54 a^d 1959-60) with the 
letters of the Gdrnar Inscriptions of Asoka shows that there Is 
a great similarity between the style of the script of the two 
groups. Thus the letter ka (-j-) with horizontal and vertical 
strokes of equal length and the letters ga (A) and ta (A ) 
showing distinct angularity are almost identical in both the 
Gdrnar inscriptions of Asoka and the earliest inscriptions at
1, T. Watters, On Yuan Chwang1s Travels in India. 1905* p. 209.
Amaravati* A difference is noticeable only in the way of 
writing of ma with rather a flat bottom* (^ ).
In the light of the above discussion, though it is 
not possible to date these inscriptions precisely, we would 
suggest a date between the reign of Asoka and the beginning 
of the Christian era.
The inscriptions of the earliest group at Amaravati 
are engraved on the various parts of the railing, on pillars, 
cross bars and coping stones. Donations, in most cases, 
consisted of the parts of the railing on which the inscriptions 
are found. Although the inscriptions mention that the parts 
of the railing concerned were given by various donors, the 
exact nature of the gilt can only be assumed. It seems likely 
that the person or group of persons in charge of the 
construction of the railing accepted donations given (in cash ?) 
for its erection. Thus it appears that once the plan of the 
monument was decided upon the money needed for its construction 
was collected from the lay devotees. Donations of this nature 
may have been made by the visitors to the stupa even while the 
construction was in progress.
Two inscriptions record the donation of a cross bar
(for the railing) and a rail pillar by two nigamas. Higama means 
a towns city or a market place* One of them mentions the nigama
named Dhamnaka*fcaka (Damnakafrakasa nigamasa I.e. *of the nigama
* \ *of Dhamnakazalea1) <, Dhamnaka*^ alca has been identified by scholars
with iDharahiltotea* It is also generally believed by scholars 
*
that Ohamnakaijaka was the ancient town which was the seat of 
government of the eastern part of the Deccan during the
w  n *  0
Satavahana period. Thus, the inscription mentioning Dhamnaka'taka, 
also confirms that nigama meant a town, city or market. Donations 
by nigamas, appear to be collective gifts by the inhabitants of 
towns, which in turn suggests the existence of some corporative 
agency, perhaps some form of town council or body of prominent 
citizens.
Gifts by members of villages are also mentioned. Thus 
inscriptions record gifts by Kalavairagama, Nhapitagama 
(Nahapitagama ? ) and ... ra ... gama, which may indicate action 
by a group of representatives of villages, perhaps by village 
councils•
One inscription mentions that the donor of a railing was 
a (sramana), i.e. *a monk1 or'ascetic.
1. See appendix, Z W
It would be interesting to examine how monies, 
who had to obtain even their own food through begging for 
alms, were able to make donations for the construction of 
monuments® One explanation which can be suggested in this 
connexion is that rich laymen, on entering the Order, would 
have donated their property for the construction of monuments. 
It is also possible that some monies had access to money which 
they would have inherited as family property* This explanation 
presumes that a monk’s share of family property was maintained 
by the other members of the family, and that in such cases 
monks had access to money® No definite evidence is j however, 
available in this connexion*
The majority of inscriptions belong to individual 
lay devotees* In most cases the names of these donors are 
given® All these inscriptions record donations of parts of 
the railing surrounding the stupa®
Pauni
Remains of several stupas at Pauni, situated in the 
district of Bhandara in Maharashtra, were brought to light 
in 1969-70 by the Department of Ancient Indian History,
mm
Culture and Archaeology of Nagpur University and the
1
Archaeological Survey of India in Nagpur® Of these, the 
ruins of the stupa at the hill-site known by the name
waeiesHeafceenatoHB »
Jagannatha Jek^i are considered by S#B* Deo and J.P# Joshi
to be the oldest® The diameter of this stupa was 38.20
meters (12A ft®)* According to the archaeological report on
the excavations at Pauni objects were discovered at Jagannatha
J?ekdi in three layers of earth representing 1 Maury a*,
2
*Maurya-Sunga1 and 1Satavahana-Kgatrapa1 periods# A large number 
of inscriptions were discovered in the second and the third 
layers of earth#
The script of some of these inscriptions display archaic 
characteristics. The forms of ka, da, and na of some inscriptions
«»K tm gr nnnpira * n'm inif
3
are quite similar to those of the Maurya inscription# The 
vertical and horizontal strokes of ka are equal, while da and na 
show angular features which are also characteristics of Maurya 
script# Some inscriptions at Pauni contain, however, a script 
which shows characteristics of a somewhat later style of writing# 
The vertical strokes of ka of these inscriptions are longer than 
the horizontal strokes# But curving at the end of the verticals
1# S#B# Deo and J.P. Joshi, Pauni Excavations,1969-70* ^972# 
2# Ibid, pp. 21 ff#
3# Ibid, pi# XLIII,>*o.30.
which appeared at a later stage of writing (end of the first
century A„D.) is not noticeable in any of the inscriptions at
1
Pauni. A comparison of the inscriptions at Pauni with those
J 2
of the earliest group of inscriptions at Amaravati would show 
that, on the whole, the script of both the groups of inscriptions 
are very similar and therefore it is reasonable to assume that 
both Amaravati and Pauni stupas were constructed in the same
i i'i ii i— mti usaMwaawt
period of time - during or not very long after the reign of 
Asoka*
As in the case of Amaravati, the inscriptions at Pauni 
also mention several donations by a number of devotees to the 
Buddhist monks at Pauni* The donations consisted of pillars, 
cross bars and coping stones of the railing which encircled the 
stupa* As has been shown, these donations may have involved the 
payment of money for the construction of the parts of the railing 
donated* The words danarn (gift) and pasado (gift) are used with 
reference to the pillars, cross bars and coping stones given as 
donations*
One inscription mentions a gift by a vaniya (vanija)
(a merchant) while another refers to a heranika (hiranyaka). The
1* S.B. Deo and J.P. Joshi, Pauni Excavation 1969-70» *1972, 
plates XXXIIX-XLUI, nos* 1-30.
2. See supra, p^o^forjreferences to the earliest group of 
inscriptions at Amaravati.
word heranika or hiranyaka means a person who handles gold and 
heranika mentioned in the inscription may therefore , he taken 
to he either a •goldsmith* or *one who is in charge of gold 
a treasurer.
Gifts by members of the Order are also mentioned, Thus, 
pava.iita, pava.iita, (male and female mendicants) are mentioned 
as donors of rail bars,
a
One inscription mentions the gift by^(Mr) Naga of the
five nikayas (Nagasa pacanikayasa Skt, nagasya pancanikayasya)
of a rail pillar, Nikaya has the meanings (1) collection,
assemblage, class, group (2) a group of members of the Buddhist
1
Order, sect, school. The five sections of the Sutta-Pifcaka are 
called nikayas in the former sense. This meaning of the term 
nikaya suggest that Naga* of the five nikayas * was perhaps a 
•person who was acquainted with the five sections of the 
Sutta-Pataka,
BhattiproluK M M l i K  V  “ l l t f — h ll  I M I ^IMH
The ruins of a stupa at Bhattiprolu was first examined by^ Ii i w  »  »  J. **
Norris in the latter half of the nineteenth century. In 1872
1, T#W. Rhys Davids and W. Stede (ed.) The Pali Text: Societyfs 
Pali English Dictionary, 1925* P* 188.
a report of Norris* findings was submitted to the then Government
1
of Madras® It was published later in the Indian Antiquary.
According to Norris, the height of the stupa was about 1A ft. and
the area about 1700 square y&ar&s. Some years later R. Sewell
visited the site and submitted another report on the ruins at 
2
Bhattiprolu. According to this report, the mound of Bhattiprolu,
after removing the debris was between 30 and R0 feet high, of
circular shape like a dome, but ruined at the top. Inside the dome
there was a casket made of stone, in 1872, .Alexander1 Rea visited
Bhattiprolu and his excavations at the site resulted in the
unearthing of three votive relic caskets containing inner stone
3
and crystal caskets, relics and jewels. It was found in these 
excavations that the diameter of the stupa- was 138 ft. Outside the 
basement of the stupa was a brick floor on the edge of which may 
have been a marble railing; some brick work and some chips of marble 
were the only indications for the existence of such a railing.
Eleven inscriptions (ten 011 the relic caskets and one on a 
piece of crystal found inside one of the caskets) were found from the 
stupa at Bhattiprolu.
m  i n mi iu «  1 — i i W w -L.
1. Indian Antiquary, III, 187A* P« 12A*
2. Madras Government Order, no. 1620, 1878, pp. 33“3A«
3. A. Rea, ’South Indian Buddhist Antiquities1, Archaeological 
Survey of India, (New Imperial Series), XV, 189A*
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Scholars have expressed different opinions regarding
the date of the Bhattiprolu inscriptions. On the similarity
of the script of these inscriptions to that of the inscriptions
of Asoka Buhler dated them to the second centrny B.C. at the 
1
latest. On the other hand, A.H. Bani has grouped them along
with the Nanaghafc inscriptions, which he dated to the first 
2
century A.B., while B.C. Sircar dated them to the end of the
3
second century B.C.
Besides the new forms of letters da ) 2&a (t)
bha ( f\ ) ma ( R ) ia cf) and sa (/) which are the i*everse
forms of their regular counterparts (these have been regarded
by Dani as mistakes on the part of the person who engraved the 
4
inscriptions) and some altogether new letters such as na (id) 
la (ok ra (^ ) and la (Q) (according to Bani these were 
introduced to express new sounds in the language of this area), 
the script of the Bhattiprolu inscriptions resemble the script 
of Asoka inscriptions to a great extent. Thus, the forms of 
ka. ca, cha, til* dha. na, pa, ba, ya, ra, va, sa, and ha of
■■iinri^  w r w iwuin M w .  I.— lap.— MU W k — ■■.an* * * — iim n n i iw.m— <wrnii»i i< i i i h i w » i . n n * a— m»i *t>
1. G. Buhler, El, IX, 1894, p. 323 ff.
2. A.H, Dani, Indian Paleography. 1963, pp. 69-72.
3. B.C. Sircar, SI, I, 1965, p. 224 .
4 . A.H# Dani, op.oit?u..
both Asoka inscriptions and the Bhattiprolu casket insctiptions 
are almost identical. A comparison of the letters of the 
Bhattiprolu casket inscriptions with those of the Nanaghat 
inscriptions reveals that the forms of letters ga, pa. sa. 
and ha of the former inscriptions are of an earlier style 
than those of the latter (the Nanaghat inscriptions may, on 
palaeographical grounds, be dated to the second half of the 
first century B.C.) Thus, leaving about a half a century for 
this evolution of script (as seen in the Nanaghat inscriptions), 
the Bhattiprolu inscriptions may be assigned to either the end 
of the second century B.C. or the beginning of the first century 
B.C. and the construction of the stupa at Bhattiprolu dated 
accordingly.
Ten inscriptions at Bhattiprolu were found engraved 
on the relic caskets enshrined in the stupa while one inscription 
was discovered on one of the pieces of crystal found deposited 
inside a casket.
Inscriptions at Bhattiprolu provide valuable information 
regarding various donors and their donations.
Thus, according to one inscription engraved on one of 
the relic caskets, the casket was donated by a gothi (gosthi)
headed by a king named Khubiraka (or Kuberaka). The
inscription records:
Sa a^j^ lii (got hi ?) nigama-put anam 
ra.japamukha sariraga puto Khubirako 
raja Siha ghthiya pamukho tesam 
amnam maLiusamJ phaliga samugo 
capasana samugoca1
W M M R M M N w a  *  v w i“  BBKma mwbimrw iiiiwrT )wm»i ' nw i —
This may be translated ass
*The gogthi (assembly or committee 
of nigamaputras (sons of a town, 
meaning inhabitants of a town) is 
headed by a king; king Khubiraka, 
the son of Sarira, is#the chief 
of the Simhago§tbi (Simha 
assembly or committee). Their 
(gifts are) the other casket, and 
the box of crystal and a stone box*.
The implications of this inscription are significant.
Firstly, it may be gathered from the inscription that a king
named Khubiraka was the leader of an assembly which donated a
relic casket to the stupa at Bha*fci;iprolu«.
Our knowledge of the king Khubiraka is limited to the
information of the Bhattiprolu inscriptions. The important
point is, however, that the inscriptions indicate that the
Buddhist monks had received patronage from a local ruler at
this time (end of the second century and the beginning of the
1
first century B.C.).
1 . See supra.
Secondly, it is important to note that the donation 
of the casket was made by a gat hi (or got hi Skt „ Gosthi).
The word gosjhi means (1) an abode for cattle,
1
cow pen (2) meeting place. G. Buhler interprets this term
as 'a, committee entrusted with the management of the religious 
2
endowments1. Bhandarlcar, who accepts Buhlers interpretation
^  t / )
wrote in 1907-8 'the word gosthi no doubt signifies a panch or
* wHiwnmmiif w w w
committee entrusted with the management of the religious
3
endowments1.
It would be interesting to investigate the information 
contained in the Bhattiprolu inscriptions regarding the nature 
and functions of the go si his.
The inscription under discussion mentioned that the 
gosthi consisted of nlgamaputras.« As has been shown, nigama 
was probably a town}city or a market place, and nigamaputras can 
accordingly be taken as 'sons of a town® (literally), meaning 
'inhabitants of a town®. Thus it appears that the go si hi which was 
headed by the king Khubiraka represented an assembly or a committee 
of a town.
1. M. Ivionier Williams, BED» 1899, P<* 3&7*
We also gather from the inscription that the gosthi
was named as Sihagothi (Simhago$thi). Siijiha means not only
a lion but also a 'powerful one', 'a hero or an eminent
1
person* such as a prince or a king* Thus, Simhago§thi could 
mean 'the kings assembly or committee* • On the other hand 
the name may also signify some ’totemistic association of 
simha, *lion' with the gogthi* If latter was the case the Simha 
gogthi would have consisted of people of the tribe who used 
the lion as their totei^  (like the Sinhalese).
Further, two other inscriptions mention two gosthls
\ i
named Arahadina gothi and * Ay as aka gothi *.
The text of the inscription mentioning Arahadina got hi
runs:
*Arahadinanam gothiya ma.jusa carsamugo ca 
tena IffiawAyena Kubirako ra.ia amUcij '
This may be translated into English as *By the gogthi,. i.e.
assembly or committee of Arahandinas', a casket and a box
(have been given), king Kubiraka
the marking to be done'.
The term arahadina (Sali arahad dinna and Sanskrit 
arhad dattas meaning 'worthy* and 'given® (from da ) •
i*i *■ ,<'■ r in' ww i n — i a— a— — w— —
1* M, Monier Williams, SEP, 1899, P« i 2i3•
may be rendered as 'given by the worthy (people)'. But from 
the context of the inscription it is clear that arahadina 
has been used as a proper noun (arahadinanam , genitive plural 
case ending). If the term Arahadina was a proper name, it 
would suggest that the members of this particular committee 
consisted of Arahadinas. The go§1?hi of the Arahadinas 
would have therefore signified an assembly or committee of the 
Arahadina community of people.
'Ayasaka* appears to be a prakrit form of the Sanskrit
1
word ayasa, meaning'of iron® or 'made of metal*. As the name
has been given to a group of people, ayasaka may be taken to
mean a group of ironsmiths. The Ayasaka gogthi according to
this meaning was perhaps an assembly or committee of ironsmiths.
It isa &lso possible that ayasaka may have derived from ayasa,
2
meaning 'hard working', in which case, the Ayasaka gogthi 
gained its name 'hard-working gogthi' on account of its 
occupational nature*
The names of the members of the Simha gogthi are 
given in one of the inscriptions (this suggestion is based on the 
fact that reference to the Simha gogthi and the list of names
1. M. Monier Williams, SED, 1899, p. 1A8*
are found in the inscriptions engraved on the same
relic casket (casket no. 1). The inscription containing
1these names is given in a separate appendix. According 
to this list, one of the members of the gosthi was a 
samana (j^ramana), i.e. fan ascetic1. Thus it appears  .... » I   i nj—»
that some gosthis were represented by laymen as well as 
members of the Samgha.
Thus the Bhattiprolu inscriptions mentioning gosthis 
clearly indicate that gosthis were assemblies of some 
kind. They also show that such gosthis had names of their 
own. One such gosthi was headed by a king named Khubiraka.
-T -2
One of the gosthis i.e. the Ayasaka gosthi was perhaps 
an assembly or a committee which represented iron smiths. 
This evidence suggests that the gosthis mentioned in 
the Bhattiprolu inscriptions were associations of the 
day which had political as.^- well as economic significance.
It is also important to note that the relic caskets 
enshrined in the Bhattiprolu stupa carry the names of members
1. See infra pp. 218-252.
2. The reading of this word in the inscription, however, 
remains doubtful; see infra p. 2^2 , n* 7.
gosthis. This indicates the important place held by the 
gosthis in supporting the Buddhist monies at Bhattiprolu, 
and supports Buhler’s suggestion that gosthis were 
* committees entrusted with the management of religious 
endowments1. It should however, be added that the functions 
gosthis may not have been purely religious. A name like 
Ayasaka gosthi shows the occupational nature of the gosthi
n»iww*>n,ii iiwuw inMiut* *** «Ww.ujb^  ~»*htih
concerned. The Simha gosthi of the nigamaputras presided 
by the king Khubiraka may have been an assembly or committee 
of political and economic importance.
An inscription found on casket no.3 at Bhattiprolu 
mentions several names of negamas (naigama) who appear to be 
the donors of the casket. The word negama is a secondary 
formation from nigaraa- the meaning of which has beenam. l.. m .ii W ^
discussed by us earlier. Negama literally means an inhabitant 
of a town, city or market place® and could have signified a 
merchant as well.
On the evidence of these inscriptions it may be 
concluded that the Buddhist monies at Bhafc^iprolu enjoyed the 
patronage of a king and of several assemblies of economic and 
political importance. Although we have very little evidence 
regarding the construction of stupas of the period, the
evidence of the inscriptions at Bhattiprolu shows how 
such projects involving the expenditure of large amounts 
of money were shared by the various corporate bodies of 
the time.
Having considered the archaeological data showing 
the influence of Buddhism in this part of India, we may 
now examine the Pali tradition bearing on the subject.
According to this tradition, contained in the 
Dipavaihsa, Mahavarhsa, and the Samantapasadika, Buddhist 
missionaries were sent to Mahisamandala, Vanavasa and0  r* r
Maharattha by a Buddhist Council (this council is described
as the Third Buddhist Council in these sources) convened
during the reign of Asoka.
Earlier scholars have differed in their identification
of Mahisamandala. J. F. Fleet suggested that it was the
country round Mahismati(modern Onkar Mandhata). Other
scholars have, however, cited inscriptional evidence
to show the existence, about the end of the fifth century
A.D., of a tract of land associated with a people or a
2royal family called Mahisa in the Mysore State. |t has
1. J.F. Fleet, 'Mahishamandala and Mahishmati*, JRAS, 1910,
pp.
2, D.C. Sircar, Studies in the Geography of Ancient and
Medieval India, 19bO» PP« lS9-92.
v
also been suggested that the original name of Mysore
was d&riVed from the words Mahi$a and ur which signified
_ 1
'the city of the mahjjgas or buffalos', Shere has,
however, been no definite identification of Mahisamandala.
Mahavamsa account mentions that a monk named
Mahadeva was sent by the Buddhist Council to Mahisamandala.
As a result of Mahadeva*s activities 40,000 men are said
to have entered the Order and a similar number to have
2
become Buddhists. The figures given in this account are
no doubt greatly exaggerated.
Vanavasa in the Mahava&sa account is generally
identified with the modern town of Bahavasi in north
3
Kanara district.
A monk named Rakkhita, according to the Mahavamsa 
account, visited this region and converted 6 0 ,0 0 0 people 
and gave ordination to 37?©00. Moreover, five hundred 
viharas are said to have been built following the
If
missionary activities of Rakkhita in Vanavasa.
1. D.C. Sircar, op. cit, pp. 189-192.
2. Mahavamsa, edited by W. Geiger, 1908, 31-33? P* 97*
3* Imperial Gazetteer of India, VI, 1908,p. 3^ -6.
Mahavamsa, op. cit, 31-33? P* 97*
MahlJrattha in the Mahava&sa account can be roughly 
identified with the present Maharashtra*
Mahadhammarakkhita was sent by the Buddhist Council 
to Mahlarattha* As a result of his activity in MahcCrattha 
8^,000 people are said to have accepted Buddhism while 
139000 entered the Order.
The absence of any reference to this Buddhist Council 
(mentioned in the Ceylon tradition) in the Indian sources 
has led some scholars to believe that the Third Buddhist
Council was not a general council of Buddhists, but one
_   2
limited to the Sthaviravadins or the Vibhajjavadins.
Lamotte questions the reliability of the Pali account of
the Third Buddhist Council at PatalTputra, in which A^oka
is said to have played an important and partial role,
1
and insists that Asoka, who according to his edicts was
impartial to all faiths, could not have supported one sect
3
against another* From this he argues that the Pali 
account of the Council is a complete fabrication . However 
if we make allowance for the councils chroniclers1 natural
1* Mahavarhsa, op* cit, 37-38, p. 9 7.
2* H. Kern, Manual of Indian Buddhism, 1 8 9 6, p. 110.
3* E. Lamotte, Histoire du Bouddhisme Indien des Qrigines
U l*kre Saka, 1958, t o . 299-300.
desire to identify its activities with Asoka, there seems 
little reason to doubt that a council met* even if ii? Was 
confined to one section of the Samgha* If the Council 
mentioned in the Ceylon tradition was in fket limited to 
the Sthaviravadii$s* the absence of references to it in 
the sources of the other sects is easily explained* The 
accounts of the various missionary activities are no 
doubt greatly exaggerated in the Ceylon tradition, but that 
they centred round a historical event - the missionary 
activity of the Sthaviravadins at the time of Asoka - 
cannot be altogether ignored.
Taking the Mahavamsa account together with the 
evidence of the Buddhist monuments, we suggest that 
Buddhism was introduced into the Deccan around the time 
of Asoka Maurya.
$ 941 ♦ * * *
CHAPTER XI 
CHRONOLOGY OP THE SATAVAHMA RULERS
We have discussed in the previous chapter the "beginnings 
of Buddhism in the northern Deccan Before the Satavahana period* 
We will, in the following chapters study the influence of 
Buddhism in this area during the Satavahana period on the 
following lines, viz* the Buddhist monuments mainly of the 
Satavahana period; the Buddhist sects of the Satavahana period; 
the Buddhist monastic life and laymen of the Satavahana period; 
and, lastHy, the place of Buddhism in the society of the northern 
Deccan during the Satavahana period* As there are serious 
controversies among scholars regarding the so-called ’Satavahana 
period*, we will devote this chapter to a review of Satavahana 
chronology*
Sources *
1 2 3 
Inscriptions, coins, the Periplus Maris Bfrythraei,
1 • See under inscriptions in Bibliography*
2* See under coins in Bibliography*
3# Edited by H* Rrisk, Le Periple de la mer Erythree.Suivi
d* une etude sur la langue* 1927* For an English translation 
see W»H* Schoff* The Periplus of the Erythraean Sea* 1912*
1
Pfcoleny's G-eographia and the Purapas are the main sources
for our study of Satavahana chronology.
Among these sources, inscriptions may he regarded, as
the most reliable source of information. Some eleven rulers
of the Satavahana dynasty are mentioned in inscriptions.
Their information consists of the names of the rulers concerned,
their political or religious activities, and in most cases, their
regnal years.
The inscriptions mentioning the early rulers of the
Satavahana dynasty are, however, relatively fewer in numbers
than those mentioning the later rulers. This earlier group
2
consists of the Nanaghafc Cave Figure-Label Inscriptions, the
- - - T . . .  3
Nanaghafc Cave inscription of Nagamnika(?), the Nasik Cave
Inscription of Kanha, the Hathigumpha Inscription of
1. Edited by Louis Eenou, La GeoKraphie de Ptolemee (L»Inde, VII, 1-it-), 
1925# Eor a part of the work translated into English see J*W. 
McGrindle, Ancient India as Described by Ptolemy (edited by
S.N* Majumdar Sastri in 1927}*
2. ^.C. Sircar, Select Inscriptions bearing on Indian History and
Civilisation, 2nd edn., I,1965, pp. 190-192*
1 2  
Kharavela and an inscription at Sarlci«
These inscriptions however provide very little 
information about the early rulers of the Satavahana 
dynasty* Their contents do not help us to date the reigns 
of any of the early Satavahana rulers* We will, therefore, 
have to resort to palaeography to determine the dates of 
the reigns of the early rulers mentioned in these inscriptions*
Indian palaeography has drawn the attention of many able
scholars* Buhler*s Indiache Palaeographie (1896), though
partly out of date, was one of the most important contributions
in a then unexplored field of research* His conclusions were
3
modified to a certain extent in 1919 by E.P* Chanda*
In 1965# -k*H* Dani pUt forward a chronological scheme 
that differs in several respects with the conclusions of both 
Buhler and Chanda* He placed in the first centuiy of the 
Christian era many of the inscriptions which Buhler and several
1* D.C* Sircar, SI* I, 19&5, pp. 213-221*
luder13 List* no* 3^ *6*
3* &*P* Chanda, * Dates of the Votive Inscriptions on the
Stupas at Sanci,* Memoirs of the Archaeological 
Survey of India* I, 1919, pp. 5ff•
4 * A.h* Bani, Indian Palaeography. 1963.
other scholars who followed him had dated hack to the second 
1
centuxy B.C. Dani writes in this connexions • The inscriptions
found in these oaves (the caves of the north-west Deccan) have
been analysed and assessed by Buhler and Burgess in the
.Archaeological survey of Western India Vols# IV and V*
Unfortunately the chart given by Burgess cannot be relied upon
as the drawings are marked rather by good draftsmanship than
faithfulness to the original# The chronological scheme built up
by these scholars is one of the main obstacles to the solution of
2
mary problems in the history of the Deccan* 1 With the help of
numismatic evidence, Dani concludes that most of the so-called
early Brahmi inscriptions of north-west Deccan are to be placed in
3
the first half of the first century A*D#
It may, however, be added that palaeography has its 
limitations and that it cannot be used as a yardstick for 
determining exact dates# Therefore, while accepting Dani*s 
chronological scheme in the main we should leave a margin of about 
50 years on either side in our dating of the earliest Brahmi 
inscriptions of north-west Deccan, thus placing thagi from the
1 # A#H# ^anl, Indian Palaeography* 1963, p# 65#
2. ibid*, p# 6 5 m  
3 m  ibid#, p* 68*
latter half of the first century B*C* to the end of the 
first half of the first century A#D.
Several inscriptions provide us with information 
about the later Satavahana rulers (rulers subsequent to 
Gotamiputa Siri Satakapi). Further, the inscriptions of 
the Sakas of Malva and Maharashtra also shed light on Saka 
Satavahana relations* In addition, there is numismatic evidence 
as well as the Feriplus and Ptoleny’s ffeographia*
fhe coins of the Satavahanas and the Kp at rap as have
1
been found in fairily large hoards# Apart from their value 
as evidence confirming the information of other sources, 
these coins also provide independent information# On the 
one hand, the legends, dates (in the case of the Kpatrapa 
coins), and portraits engraved on the coins, and their type 
and fabric, and oil the other, the geographical distribution of 
the coins and the circumstances in which they are found- such 
as the layer of the earth (in archaeological excavations), 
whether found in hoards or otherwise? - provide us with 
important clues with regard to the chronology as well a3 the 
political and economic history of the period*
1 * See under coins in Bibliography
The accounts in the Periplus Maris Erythraei and. 
Ptoleny’s Greoggauhia also contain some information relevant 
to our subject. This information provides valuable clues 
which help us to determine the approximate dates of the 
reigns of Nahapana and Vasithiputa Siri Pujumavi*
The Puranas
1 - 2 3 ^
The Matsya, Vayu, Bha&avata, Brahmaoda and the
5 3
Visnu Puranas contain accounts of the Andhra (Satavahana)
dynasty. These accounts consist of information on the origin
of the Sndhra dynasty, lists of names of the rulers of that
dynasty and statements as to the duration of the Sndhra
dynasty as a whole. Some Puranas. such as the Matsya. Vayu
and the Brahmaoda contain, in addition, the lengths of the
reigns of individual kings.
The information contained in the above Puranas. 
is, however, inconsistent in many respects. The number of
1 • Matsya Pur ana, edited by Hari Narayana Apte, 1907, chapter, 
273, 1-17.
2. Vayu Purana. edited by Bari Narayana Apte, 1905, chapter, 
99, 345-35S.
3. Bhagavata Purana. edited by Ganapat Krisna^i, 1889.
A. Brahmaoda Purana. edited by Khemaraj Shrikrishn&das, 1906.
5. Visnu Purana. edited by Jivananfta Vidyasagara, 1882.
rulers, their names, length of the reign of each ruler 
(where given) and the duration of the Andhra dynasty as a 
whole, given in each of these Puranas, does not tally 
between one Purana and the other* It is important to note 
in this respeot, that some controversy has arisen over the 
acceptance of one or the other of these contradictory 
statements in the Puranas.
When considering the historical importance of these 
Puranas for the study of ancient Indian history, it is 
generally accepted by scholars that their accounts are of 
very little value* The Puranas are considered to have been 
composed at a much later date than the events they describe*
Much reliance cannot therefore, be attached to ary of the 
accounts of the Andhra dynasty as preserved in these sources*
In view of the above assessment of the available 
sources, our conclusions on the Satavahana chronology are to 
be drawn from the evidence of inscriptions, coins and from 
the accounts of the Periplus and Ptolemy*s Geographia* The 
Puranic accounts will be considered only when they are supported 
by other reliable sources*
Although much has been written on the chronology
of the Satavahanas there is no final agreement on this
subject among historians. Some soholars place the
1
beginning of the Satavahana dynasty at 271 B.C. while
2 3
others assign this to c. 73 B#C. or to c. 30 B.C.
There is not only disagreement among scholars on the
date of the beginning of the Satavahana dynasty, but
also on the dates and identification of individual
rulers of this dynasty.
It is therefore necessary to review the whole 
problem of the chronology of the Satavahana dynasty 
taking into consideration all the data available and 
the various theories put forward by scholars.
1 * Advocates of an early date are Or. Venket Rao, 'The 
Pre-Satavahana and Satavahana periods', chapter II 
in &. Yazdani (ed.) The early History of the Deccan.
I, 19^0, p. 90, and K. Gopalachari, ’The Satavahana 
Empire', chapter X in K.A.N. Sastri (ed.)
A Comprehensive History of India. II, 1937* p* 295*
2 . R.Gr. Bhandarkar, Early History of the Pekkan. 1893* 
p. 34-*
3. followers of this date are B.C. Sircar, 'The Satavahanas 
and the Chedis', chapter XIII, in B.C. Majumdar (ed.), 
The Age of Imperial Unity. i960, p. 193*
H.C. Ravchaudhuri. Political History of Ancient India. 
1932, p. 268; B* Barrett, Sculptures from Amaravati in 
the British Museum. 193k* p«14*
The beginnings of the Satavahana dynasty and the early 
Satavahana rulers
The dating of the foundation of the Satavahana 
dynasty has aroused the greatest controversy* As has 
been mentioned, scholars disagree widely on this point. 
These disagreements reflect the inadequacy of the data 
available for the study of this subject.
Thus there is no reliable and positive evidence
providing information on the beginning of the Satavahana
dynasty. Inscriptions provide few indications in this
connexion. The most important material is contained in
1
the Nanaghafc Cave Figure-Lab el Inscriptions. These
inscriptions are engraved above some bas-reliefs, which
as the inscriptions indioate, were representations of
2
some members of the Satavahana royal family.
1. E.C. Sircar SI, I, 19^5, pp* 190-192.
2. Some names are incised above the place of the heads of what
were relief© figures, now entirely destroyed. These names
are * _T . iNo.1. No .4.
Raya Simuka-gatavaha 
no sirimato 
JNo.2. 
Devi-Nayanikava rano 
ca siri - Satakanino 
No.3. _
Kumaro bha
1 .
2.
1.
2.
1.
2. jra
1 • Maharathi Hranakayiro
No.5.
1 . Kumaro Hakusiri
No.6. ^ _
1• Kumaro Satavahano
Simuka
According to the Label Inscriptions, two of the 
bas-relief figures represent among others, ‘Raya Simuka 
Satavahano Sirimato’, i.e. ‘king Simuka Satavahana, the 
illustrious one* and ‘Rano Siri Satakani’, i.e. ’king 
Sir! Satakani’ (Satakarpi). The arrangement of the 
bas-relief figures and the label inscriptions describing 
them suggest that Simuka was considered the first ruler 
of the Satavahana dynasty.
The contents of the Nanaghafc Cave Figure - Label 
Inscriptions mentioning Simuka do not, however, help us 
to determine the date of his reign* Therefore, we have to 
resort to the palaeography of the Nanaghafc Cave Figure - 
Label Inscriptions. This is the most reliable guide in 
determining the approximate age of the inscriptions whioh 
do not mention either historical personages or events.
The Nanaghafc Cave Inscriptions (both Nanaghafc Cave
Figure - Label Inscriptions and the Nanaghafc Cave
inscription of Nagamnika (?)) are now generally dated by
scholars to a period near the beginning of the Christian 
1
era. It may, be surmised therefore that Simuka reigned in
1. See D.C* Sircar, SI, I, 1965, p. 189, n. 1; also A.H. Dani, 
Indian Palaeography. 1963, chapter 5*
the first century before the Christian era, probably in the 
latter half of the century.
Some scholars have attempted to determine the date of
the foundation of the Satavahana dynasty with the help of the
1
evidence contained in the Vayu Purana. But, apart from the
fact that the Puranas cannot be regarded as reliable sources
of information, the Puranic passage concerning the beginnings
of the ^ndhra (Satavahana) dynasty varies between different
manuscripts of the same Purana. and also in the different
Puranas such as the Vayu, Matsya, Bhagavata. Brahmaoda and 
2
the Visnu. A comparison of all the different versions of the
passage in question has been given by Pargiter in his study of
3
the Purana Text of the Ibrnasties of the Kali Age. Such a 
comparison clearly shows the corrupted nature of the Puranic 
accounts. It may be noted therefore that ary attempt to draw 
conclusions regarding the early history of India, especially on 
the chronology of Indian history, on the evidence of the 
corrupt passages of the Purap&s is, to say the least, unhistorioal.
1 . ft.Gr. Bhandarkar, Early History of the Bekkan. 1895* p* 31s 
B.C. Sircar, *The Satavahana and the Chedis’, chapter XIII 
in B.C. Majumdar (ed.) The Age of Imperial Unity. 1951*
2* supra p.67 notes 1-5 for references to the Puranic 
passages.
3* Pargiter, The Purana Text of the Bynasties of the Kali 
& B S L ,  1913, p. 38.
Kanha
Kanha, another early ruler of this dynasty, is
1
mentioned in an inscription at Nasik. According to this 
inscription, Kanha was a member of the Satavahana family* 
Further, the term 'rajini* the locative case form of 
•raja1, indicates that Kanha was a king. But, we know 
very little about Kanha* s reign as the reliable 
information about him is limited to the above-mentioned 
inscription at Nasik. No coins belonging to Kanha*s reign 
have been found.
Kanha* s place in the Satavahana dynasty cannot be
determined with any accuracy. He is not given a place among
the Nanaghafc bas-relief figures. Some scholars have tried to
explain his absence among the Nanaghafc bas-reliefs, by arguing
(on the evidence of some Puranas) that Kanha (Kpppa of the
Matsya and the Vayu Purana) was probably a usurper of the
2 "
Satavahana throne. However, the little reliable evidence 
available does not permit us to draw any definite conclusions 
about Kanha*s reign. As we have already stated, the Puranic 
evidence cannot be considered as reliable. Similarly, the 
relationship between Simuka, Kanha and $iri Satakani has to 
remain conjectural.
1. B#c. Sircar, SI, I, 1965, p. 189.
2. S. I. Katare, *Simuka, Satakarni, Satavahana', IHQ. 28, 
1952, pp. 68ff.
The Nasik inscription mentioning Kanha is dated
hack to the latter half of the first century B.C. on
1
palaeographic grounds• We may conclude therefore that 
Kanha was an early ruler of the Satavahana dynasty, 
most probably a successor of Simuka# He may have reigned 
in the latter half of the first century B.C#
Siri Satakani
As we have mentioned, the Nanaghafc Cave Figure-Label 
Inscriptions indicate that one of the bas-reliefs is the 
figure of Sir! Satakani# The inscription records: 
*Siri-Satakaninof, i*e*, * of king Siri-Satakani*. The long 
inscription on the side walls of the same cave at Nanaghafc 
where the bas-reliefs and label inscriptions were discovered^
2
also appear to refer to Siri-Satakani1 s political achievements#
1 . See B.C. Sircar, Si, I, 1965, p* 189 n.I.
2# ibid, pp# 192-197* Owing to the lacunae in the Nanaghafc Cave 
Inscription of Nagamnika (?) neither the name of its author 
nor the name of the important ruler mentioned in it can be 
deciphered# However, it is apparent that the author^of the 
record was a queen; she calls herself ’mother of Kumara 
Vedisiri and ’queen of Siri ••# A comparison_of_the 
information of this inscription with the Nanaghafc Cave 
Kigure-Label Inscriptions has led some scholars to believe^that 
the author_of the present inscription was probably Nayardka of 
the Nanaghafc Cave Figure-Label Inscriptions and the important 
ruler was ^Siri-Satakani of the same inscription# (see note 2 of 
p#£ofor Nanaghafc Cave Figure-Label Inscription*). This 
identification presumes that the names Nagamnika (?) and 
Nayanika referred to one person#
According to this inscription, the important king mentioned
in it (who was most probably Siri-Satakani), performed two
asvamedhas# one ra.iasuva and also a number of other sacrifices#
Further, two other inscriptions mention a king by the name of
Satakani# One of them is engraved on the southern gateway of 
 1
Stupa I at Sanci} the other is the Hathigumpha Inscription 
2
of Kharavela.
We do not know for certain whether all these
inscriptions refer to one and the same Satakani# However, it
is now generally believed by scholars that the above-mentioned
Nanaghafc inscriptions, the Sanci inscription and the
Hathigumpha inscription belong to the same palaeographical 
3
period.
A number of coins of uncertain provenance bearing the 
legend Siri-Sata have also been discovered# N.J# Hapson and
 ^• kuders list# No#
2# £.G# Sircar, Si, I, Hathigumpha Cave Inscription of 
Kharavela, p# 213 •
3» A#H* Dani, Indian Palaeography# 19&3» chapter 5*
k *  E#J. Rapson, CGADWK p#^| JNSI# IV, p.28; JNSI# VIII, 
pp. 3 5 ff; JNSi# xii, pp. 9 k f f ;  ihq, xxviii, 1932, p.73.
other scholars have identified1 Siri-Sat a1 of these coins with
Siri Satakani of the above inscriptions* Ihis identification
is supported by the palaeography of the letters of the Nanaghafc
1
Inscriptions and the coins mentioning Siri-Sata* Sata may be 
taken as an abbreviation for Satakani*
According to the Vayu* Brahmaoda* Bhagavata and the
mm / *  mm mm mm
Visnu Puranas* Sri Satakarpi was the third member of the Andhra
dynasty; according to the Visnu Purana there were two Satakarpis
2
among the early Andhra rulers; the third member of this dynasty 
was Sri Satakarpi and the sixth member also was named Satakarpi 
(but hia name is not given as Sri! Safcakamjl). According to the 
Matsya Purana* Satakami was the sixth ruler; Sri Mallakarpi, 
Purpotsanga and Skandhastambhi being Kpppa^ successors* But 
as we have noticed, the Puranic evidence about the Satavahana 
dynasty seems to be inconsistent and contradictory, and therefore 
is not reliable*
Our knowledge of the Satavahana dynasty from the end of 
the reign of Siri-Satakapi (Sri Satakarpi) to the beginning of 
the reign of Gotamiputa Siri Sat akapi (G-aut arniput ra Sri Satakarpi) 
is limited to the lists in the Puranas* The Vavu Purana gives
1 * See A.H. Bani, Indian Palaeography* chapter V*
2. Por references to these Puranic passages see, p,S7*
' ~  —  -
the names of nine kings between Sri Satakarpi and Gautamiputra
Sri Satakarpi while the Matsya Purana gives a list of nineteen.
In this regard, no inscriptional evidence whatsoever is available
to verify the authenticity of the Puranic information. So far,
coins of only two kings of this period have been discovered. They
1
bear the legends *Rano Siva-Sirisapilakasa1 and ’Ghasada. * The
first-mentioned coin has been attributed to Apilaka while the
2
latter may stand for (Me)ghasada or Meghasvati.
Thus, in view of the scarcity of reliable data, it may be 
concluded that no definite chronology can be established for the 
period from the end of the reign of Sri Satakarpi to the beginning 
of the reign of Gautamiputra Sri Satakarpi.
Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani (&autamiput ra Sri Satakarpi)
Gotamiputa s ir i- Sat akapi is mentioned in three inscriptions, 
via, the Nasik Cave Inscription of the regnal year 18 of Gotami-puta
5
Siri-Sadakani, the Nasik Cave Inscription of the 24th year of
4
Gotamiputa siri-Sat akapi and the Nasik Cave Inscription of the 19th 
year of Vasifchiputa Siri-Pujuraayi.
1 * A.S. Altekar, *The coinage of the Deccan, in G* Yazdani(edJ, 
The Early History of the Deccan*. II, 1960, p. 792.
2. ibid.
3. D.C. Sircar, SI, I, 196 $ ,  pp. 197-199.
4 . ibid, pp. 200-201.
5. ibid, pp. 203-207.
The first mentioned inscription records the grant by 
Gotamiputa Siri Sad akapi of a field to the monks at Tikirasi 
(near Nasik)# The inscription reads: Got amiput o Siri-Sadakapl
(1) Gotamiputa Siri-Sadakapi commands 
Vi(phu) palita (Vigpupalita) the 
officer at Govardhana (Nasik)
(to donate) the Ajakalakiya field 
in the village of Aparakakhadi enjoyed 
by Usabhadata (^pabhadatta Upabhadatta 
Ugavadatta).
(2) "■ * T * ’ lands
It would be useful to determine which of these two translations
is the more plausible. According to the first translation, the name of
the field that was given is Ajakalakiya. This has been suggested by
D.C. Sircar, who derives the meaning from Ajakala, the name of a 
1
yaks a. But in view of the fact that in these inscriptions it was not the 
practice for donors to mention the names of the fields granted by them, 
it is unlikely that this term refers to a name. On the other hand, as 
the second translation shows, Ajakalakiyam may be taken as an adjective 
meaning *up to the present time1, 'of the present time' (Skt.advakalakjyam).
anapayatl Govaddhane amaoa Vi(phu) palitam game Aparakakhadi 
(ye) (ya) khetam Ajakalakiyam Usabhadatena bhutam. Two
translations of this text are possible*
Govardhana (to donate) the field in 
the village of Aparakakhadi which had 
been enjoyed by Upabhadata 'up to the 
present time*.
1 . D.G. Sircar, SI, I, 1965, p.ifls.
The second interpretation is preferable in view of the 
objections mentioned earlier with regard to the first.
Whichever interpretation is adopted, it is clear that the field 
was enjoyed by Usabhadata* This would lend support to the 
conclusion that Gotamiputa Siri Sadakapi and Usabhadata were 
contemporaries and that the former exercised political authority 
over the latter1 s territory*
It is important to note in this regard that D^avadata
(according to the Nasik inscriptions) or Usabhadata (according
to one Karle inscription) was the name of the Kpaharata K^atrapa
Nahapana's son-in-law. Six inscriptions of the latter have been
1
found at Nasik and Karle. While some of these inscriptions provide 
fragmentary information, the others mention donations made to the 
Buddhist monks of the cave monasteries at Nasik and Karle. They 
also mention donations by U^avadata to Brahmins. Thus it is most 
likely that the Usabhadata mentioned in Gotamiputa Siri-Salakapi's 
inscription (in connexion with the possession of the Ajakalakiya 
field) was the same person as the son-in-law of the Kgaharata 
Kpatrapa Nahapana.
The Nasik Cave Inscription of the year 24 of Gotamiputa 
Siri-Satakapi1 s reign records an order given by Gotamiputa
1* EI» VIII, 1905-6, Nasik Inscriptions Nos. 10, 11, 12, 14a, 14b, 
pp. 78-85; 21, VII, 1902-3, Karle Inscription No. 13, pp. 57ff.
Siri-Satakani to Samaka (Syamaka) the officer at Govadhana 
(Govardhana) (to donate) a field to the (Buddhist monks) 
at Tiranhu (near Nasik)* This inscription proves that 
Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani reigned for at least 2 k  years.
The Nasik inscription of the year 19 of Vasithiputa 
Siri-Pulumayi mentions in prasasti style the political
_ 2
achievements of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani. With regard to 
the information contained in the inscription, we may 
restrict, our analysis to those sections which throw light 
on the chronology of the Satavahanas. Accordingly, it is 
important to note that this inscription records that 
Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani ’uprooted the Khakharata dyhasty*, 
or ’completely destroyed the power of the Khakharatas' 
(Khakharatavasa niravasesakarasa). Who were the Khkharatas 
uprooted by Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani?
An inscription of Usabfedata at Karle mentions that
' -  “ 3Nahapana was a Khakharata. A.number of inscriptions at .
kNasik contain the word ’Ks&harata* in the same context.o
It is clear that Khaharata and Ksaharata refer to the same 
dynasty - the dynasty of Nahapana. ’Khakharata* appears
1. D.G. Sirdar, SI, I, 1963, pp. 200-201.
2. Ibid, pp. 203-207
3* EI» VII, 1902-3* Karle Inscription no. 13* PP* 37 ff.
El, VIII, 1905-6, Nasik Inscriptions nos. 10,11,12,14a, 
1*5b, pp. 78-8 5.
to be another variation of the form Ksaharata or Khaharata.
From the similarity of the forms Khaharata, Ksaharata and 
Khakharata, it may be assumed that the Khakharata dynasty 
which was*uprooted' by Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani was the same 
as the Khakharata or Ksaharata dynasty- the dynasty of the 
Ksaharata ruler Nahapana.
Our sources of information do not specify the name 
of the Ksaharata ruler defeated by Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani, 
but it can be assumed that v/hoever Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani 
defeated would have been the last of the Khakharata (Ksaharata) 
line. Coins and inscriptions provide information for only 
two rulers of this line, viz. Bhumaka and Nahapana.
The Nasik Inscription of the d&ghteenth year of 
Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani provides the information that the 
land granted was enjoyed by Usavadata. It is reasonable to 
think that the Govardhana district in which the land was 
situated was under the control of Usavadata at the time it
a
was taken over by Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani. Would this
perhaps mean that it was Usavadata who was defeated by
Gttamiputa Siri-Satakani ? As one of the inscriptions at Nasik
s  / —
of Usavadata clearly states that he was a Saka (Sakasa Usavadatasa),
it is certain that Usavadata did not belong to the Ksatrapa► o
family although he was said to have been the son-in-law of Nahapltna
1* B.C.Sircar, *The i§aka Satraps of Western India* in
B.C. Majumdar (ed.) ATtJ, 1951, XXX, pp. 179-182.
2. El, VIII, 1905-6, Nasik Inscription no. 14a, pp. 85-8 6.
who was a Ksaharata* Thus the available evidence leads us
St
to think that Nahapana was most probably the last Ksaharata 
ruler*
The Jogalthembi hoard of coins shows that Nahapana*s 
coins were re-struck by Gotamiputa Siri Satakani. 1 If it 
is accepted that the re-striking of coins indicate transfer 
of political authority, the evidence of the Jogalthembm 
hoard would prove that Gotamiputa Siri Satakani ruled over 
areas that had been under Nahapana*s control probably after 
defeating him..These areas included those granted by 
Nahapana*s son-in-law Usavadata*
Having considered the Satavahana-Ksaharata relations, 
we may no\-/ attempt to fix the date of Nahapana with a view 
to establishing the probable period of the reign of 
Gotamiputa Siri Satakani*
In this respect two sources provide information. These 
are the inscriptions mentioning the Ksaharata Ksatrapa ruler 
Nahapana and the Periplus.
Inscriptions of Usavadata and Ayama mentioning Nahapana,
* 2 3contain the dates *1*1,42, 43 and 46. .These dates have
4 *  5
been taken to refer to the Vikrama era, the Saka era and
6
to Nahapana*s regnal years respectively by various 
scholars. Thus there are three different theories regarding 
the dates contained in these inscriptions.
The theory attributing the dates of Usavadata*s
1* E.J. Rapson, CCAPWK, 1908, p. LXXXIX; JBBRAS, XXII, 1903-8, 
pp. 223-243*
2 . B.C.'Sircar, SI,I, 1963, pp. 164-171.
3* Ibid, pp. 172-3.
4. G. Venket Rao, crp. cit, pp. 100-101.
3. M.A.M. Boyer, * Nahapana et L*ere §aka*, JA, 1897, pp. 120-31; 
also see E.J. Rapson, CCAPWK, 1908*, p. XXVI.
6 . V.Pehejia, Early Buddhist Rock Temples, 1972, p. 23.
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inscriptions to the Vikrama era places the rule of Nahapana 
in the latter half of the first century B.C. This seems 
unacceptable as such an early date for Nahap*ana would leave 
a gap of about a century between Nahapana and Gotamiputa 
Siri Satakani, as the synchronism of Vasithiputa Siri 
Pulumavi and Castana (c* 130 A.D.) forces us to date the 
reign of Gotamiputa Siri Satakani not earlier than the end 
of the first century A.D. As we have seen, it follows from 
the Nasik Cave Inscription of Vasithiputa Siri Pulumavi 
(nineteenth regnal year) that Gotamiputa Siri Satakani 
*uprooted the Khakharatas*, i.e. Nahapana, whose coins he 
overstruck.
The other theory which refers the dates *f1-*i-6 of 
Usavadatafs inscriptions to the ^aka era gives Nahapana*s 
last known date as 12*!- A.D. However, it has been pointed out 
by Andre Maricq that such a theory is based on an 
amthmatical.error. He writes:
H-1 \  ^ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1En effet, si Nahapana date ere Saka, comme Pudradaman,
26 ans apparent la derni^re inscription do Nahapana
(Junnar k 6 ) de 1 1 inscription de Girnar, 'de Rudradaman.
Or, dans cet intervalle, il faut placer, selon Boyer:
L*intervalle entre k G  et la victoire de «** —
Gautamiputra sur Nahapana _ 0 and
Les six annees, au momns, ou Gautamiputra 
r^gna apres sa victoire‘ _ 6 ans
Les 2 k  ann6es, au moins, ou regna Pulumavi 2*!- ans 
Les huit ans, au moins, que dura le rlgna 
de Madhariputra 8 ans
Le dkbut^re&ne de Caturapana Vasisthiputra <
Satakarni ° 0 anso
 ^ f  ^ 38' ans
Meme en depla^ant le re^gne de Madhariputra et en comptant 
pour moins d*un an la somme de toutes les inconnues, il nous 
reste 30 ans, alors que nous ne disposons que de 2 6 *.
I. Andre Maricq, *La Bate de Kaniska, Deux Contributions en 
Faveur de 78 ap. j-c*, in A.L.°Basham (ed.)
Papers on the Date of Kaniska, 1968, pp. 172-177•
Thus, “both the above theories referring the dates 
contained in the inscriptions of Usavadata to either the 
Vikrama or the Saka era are unacceptable*
The conclusion must therefore be that Nahapana 
either used an unknown era starting about the middle of the 
first century A.D. or, more probably used regnal years* Forty 
six years1 of reign is long but would by no means be unique*
It is generally accepted by scholars that ’Nambanos*
1
(Mambaros) mentioned in the Peri-plus was Nahapana, However,
no definite conclusions can be drawn as to the date of the
beginning or the end of Nahapana1 s reign from the evidence of
the Perinlus * Mary scholars assign the Periplus to a date
2
not later than 70 A,D, Accordingly, the Periplus indicates 
that Nahapana (if •Nambanos* was Nahapana) was ruling parts 
of the north western Deccan at some time before 70 A.D,
In view of the foregoing discussion, it may be 
concluded that the end of the Khaharata dynasty occurred 
during the reign of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakapi, in or before 
the 18th regnal year of his reign* The Jogalthembi hoard 
of cd&^s seems to suggest that Gotamiputa Siri-Satakapi
1, Fleet, 'A point in Palaeography1, IRAS* 1907, p# 10^3;
J*A.B* Palmer, fThe identification of Ptoleny's Dounga*,
JRA3, 19^6 , p* 170.
2. W #W. Tam, The Greeks in Bactria and India* 1951* P* 1*h8«;
also see supra p .ztl on the date of the Periplus
defeated the Kgaharatas in the person of Nahapana* The 
generally accepted date for the Periplus (70 A*D#) would 
suggest that Nahapana ruled in the North-west Deccan in the 
latter half of the first century A#d . and perhaps for a few 
years at the beginning of the second century A.D*
As Gotamiputa Siri-Satakapi defeated Nahapana, the 
reign of the former may be dated approximately tasthfe^^first 
quarter of the second century A#D# It is, however, not possible 
to arrive at absolute dates with the available data on this 
subject*
Vaaithiputa Siri-Pulumavi (Vasisthiputra Sri Pulumavi)
There is inscriptional evidence to show that Gotamiputa
Siri-Sat akapi's reign was followed by that of Vasxfchiputa
Siri-PuJ.umavi• Inscriptions of the latter have been found at
Nasik, Karle and at Amaravati* The Nasik Inscription of the
year 19 of Vasi-fchxputa Siri-PuJ.umayi makes it clear that
Vasxfchiputa Siri-Pujumavi was the grandson of Got ami Balasiri,
1
the mother of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakapi* The Karle inscription
1* SI, Ij, 19^5> Nasik Cave Inscription of Vas ipfc Diput ra 
Pujumavi - regnal year 19* pp# 203-207* This inscription 
qualifies Got ami Balasiri as mahadevi mahara.i amat a 
mahara.ia [pil tamahi. meaning 'the great queen, mother of 
a fflaharaya and grandmother of a Mahara.ia'. The context of 
the ins cript ion_shows clearly that Got ami Balasiri was the 
mother of Gotamiputa Siri Satakapi [line 9] andj3he was 
therefore the grandmother of Vasil; hiputa Siri-Satakapi•
of Vasrfchi-puta. Siri-Pulumavi shows that he reigned for at 
1
least 2if years, while the Amaravati inscription mentions
the gift of a dhamacaka (dharmacakra). i#e# 'a wheel of the Law*
at the west gate of the (.Amaravati) stupa, in the reign of the
2
Icing Va(si)th(i)puta(sa) (Sa)m(i)-siri-Pulumavi#
Ptolemy’s G-eographia seem to contain a reference to
Vasrfchiputa Siri-Pulumavi • It mentions Baitana(Paithan, Pratigthapa)
as the capital of Siro Polemaios and Ozene (Ujjain) as that of
3
Tiastenes (Cagta^a)# This statement of Ptolemy implies that 
PuJ.umavi was a contemporary of Cabana who may therefore be dated 
to a time just before the text was written (1*50 A.D#). Cabana 
iSfc also mentioned in the .Andhau Inscription of the year 52(130 A.D,), 
where, however, Pudradaman appears a3 a co-ruler# Cabanas rule in 
Suragtra may have begun some time before 130 A#D* The Girnar 
inscription of Sudradaman of the year 72 (150 A.D#) shows that 
Kudradaman had become the sole ruler of suragtra and Malva in 
150 A#d# Cagtana*s reign may have ended, therefore between 1.30 A#D# 
and 150 A.D# The evidence of the Oeograuhia and inscriptions of 
the Saka rulers, thus show that Vas it hiputa Siri-Pulumavi * 3 reign
1# .Sircar, SI. I, 1965, Karle Cave Inscription of Vasigt hiputa 
Pulummvi- Regnal year 2A, pp. 210-211.
2. C# Sivaramamurti, BMGM. IV, 19A2, No. 51, p. 283.
3. Ceographiaa VIII, I, 63#
(which followed the reign of Gotamiputa Siri Satakapi) should 
be dated in the second quarter of the second century A.D.
As we have already mentioned, an inscription at Karle
1
proves that Vaslfchiputa Siri-Pujumayi reigned for at least 24 years. 
The precise dates of the beginning and end of his reign cannot 
however be determined with the available evidence*
The list of kings of the Andhra dynasty in the Mats.va Purana
gives the name of the successor of Gotamiputa Siri-Sakat akapi as
2
Puloma; according to the same source, he ruled for 28 years. The
Yayu Purapa. on the other hand, does not refer to the reign of
_ 3
Vasxfchiputa Siri Pujumavi at all.
Successors of Vasithiputa Siri-Pulumavi
A number of inscriptions mention the names of rulers who 
were possibUy the successors of Vasi-fchiputa Siri-PuJ.umavi* But 
the information contained in these inscriptions is so meagre that 
it is of little help to establish the chronology of the period with 
certainty.
The inscriptions and the information contained in them 
consist of:
a) the Kanheri Inscription mentioning (Va)sisthiputra 
Sri Sata (karp)i. It records: * (¥a)3isth(i)mitraaya Sri Sata(karn)
1. See Supra, p.7^ ^ (n
2. Ibid.
3# Ibid.
4 . ASWIi V, 1883, no.11, p. 78.
7i(a)ya devya(h) Khrddamakara,iavamaaprn(bha ) v ( a )y ( a ) mahaksatra(pa) 
Hu ... (p)utry(ah) ... meaning 'of the queen of Vasigthiputra 
Sri Satakarpi decended from the Karddamaka line of kings (and) 
who was the daughter of Mahakgatrapa Ru(dradaman ?)".
1
h) the G&rnar Inscription of Rudradaman of the year 72
(150 A,D.) recording: 1daksipapatha-pates Satakarner dvirapi
nirwa.iamava.iit yava.iity a sambamdha(vi) dura(ta)ya anutsadanat
praptayaaaaa. ’meaning ’because he twice overpowered the sincerity
2
(?) of Satakarpi, Lord of the Dakginapatha, and achieved fame by
2
not destroying him on account of his not very distant connexion 
(to him)*
c) the anaghafc Inscription, dated in the thirteenth 
regnal year of Vasafchiputa Catarapana Satakani, mentioning the 
gift of a water-oistern by a householder named Damaghoga
A
(Dharmaghoga)*
1* B.C.; Sircar, SI, I, 19&5, 'Junagayh Rock Inscription of 
RMradaman I *[§aka] year 72 (150 A.D.). pp. 175-180.
2. nirya.iam aya.iityay vya.ia means deceit, treacheiy, falsehood 
'(fiED^1036) niruya.ja may, therefore, be taken os the absence 
of such qualities, i.e, honsety, openmindedness, sincerity. 
nirvya.iam in this context can be construed as the object of 
ava.1it.ya (from ava -yV^jT to subdue, defeat, overpower, 
annihilate). The whole phrase may, therefore be rendered as 
'overpowered the sincerity'.
3. Sambamdha(vi)dura(ta)ya. This phrase which has been translated 
as 'on^acoount of his not very distant connexion'explains why 
Rudradaman did not destroy Satakarpi. This was a reason, 
according to the inscription, for Rudradaman’s attainment of 
fame. Avidura(ta).va has been taken here as instrumental 
singular of avidurata.
A* JBBRAS (OS) XV, 1882, P*312*
d) the Amaravati Inscription mentioning the gift of
1
an official of the king Siri Sivamaka Sada.
e) the Kanheri Inscription dated in the eighth regnal
year of the king Maxjhariputa Svami-Sakasena, recording the
2
donation of a cave by a merchant and others*
The rulers mentioned in all the above-mentioned sources 
may be arranged in a table as follows:
Inscriptions Coins
1* Vasig-fcMpirfcra Sri Rano Vasifchiputasa Siva Siva Sri 
Satakarpi Siri Satakamni Siva Skandha
2. Satakaryi (Uirnar
Inscription)
mm **
3* Vasafchiputa Catarapana 
Satakani
A* Siri Sivamaka Sada
5* Ma^hariputa Svami 
Sakasena
*  «  /  *
It is clear from this table that Vasigtfhiputra Sri 
Satakarpi (of the Kanheri Inscription), the husband of the daughter 
of the Mahakgatrapa Ru (dradaman ?) was the same ruler as 
Vasifchiputa Siva Siri Satakamni of the coins and §iva Sri of the 
Matsya Pur ana list of the Andhra rulers*
1• ASSI, I, p. 61.
2* ASWI, V, Kanheri Inscription No* 1A, P* 79*
3* As noted earlier 1 and 2 are almost certainly the same individual.
As it has already been seen, both Gotamiputa 
Siri-Satakapi and Vasi^hxputa Siri-Pujuraavi reigned for at 
least 43 years, in the first half of the second century A.D.
The reign of Vasiptfhiputra Sri Satakarpi which appears to have 
followed that of Vasifchiputa Siri-Pulumavi may therefore, be, 
placed around 150 A.D,
The Girnar Inscription of Rudradaman also makes reference 
_ 1 
to a Saka-Satavahana (family) connexion. Satakarpi, according
to the Girnar Inscription of Rudradaman, was spared by Rudradaman
2
on account of the closeness of the (family) relationship. It may
be possible that this (family) relationship of the Sakas and the
Satavahanas alluded to in the Girnar Inscription of Rudradaman
arose out of the marriage of Rudradaman* s daughter to Yasig^hiputra
Sri Satakarpi; the marriage of Ru(dradaman's) daughter and
Yasistfciputra Sri Satakarpi, as we have notioed is recorded in an
. 3
inscription at Kanheri.£
The Satakarpi mentioned in the Girnar Inscription of 
Rudradaman has been identified with several rulers of the Satavahana 
dynasty by various scholars! he has been identified with Gotamiputa 
Siri-Sat akapi, Vasi*fchiputa Siri-Pujumavi, Vasipfchiputra (Siva)
1. Supra, p. 17
2. Supra, p.
3* Supra. pf>.77„7*.
4 . D.C. Sipoar, ’The Satavahanes and the Chedis*, in R.C. Ma^umdar 
(ed.) A£J, XIII, p. 202.
5. E.J. Rapson, CCADWK. 1908, p. XXXVIII.
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Sri Satakarpi and Yajha Sri Satakarpi# However, the
identification of Satakarpi (of the G-irnar Inscription of
Rudradaman) with Vaaifchiputa Siri-Pujumavi seems improbable,
as the latter has not been referred to by the name of Satakax^ pi
in any of the known sources of information# Similarly,
' — —
according to the chronology suggested by us, Yajna Sri Satakarpi*s 
reign cannot be placed before 150 A.D# (the Satakarpi mentioned in
the G-irnar Inscription should be dated from a time before 150 A.D,
which is the date of the G-irnar Inscription). The opinion that
— v* / —Satakarpi of the G-irnar Inscription was Yajna Sri can therefore, 
be, eliminated* D.c. Sircar has identified the Satakarpi of the 
Girnar Inscription with Gotamiputa Siri-Satakarpi# He writes:
HThis Satakarpi seems to be no other than 
Gautamiputra# The closeness of relation 
between the two rulers is explained by the
Kanheri inscription which refers to a
Xardamaka princess as the daughter of 
Mahatepatrapa Ru(dra) who is generally 
identified with Rudradaman, and as the wife 
of Vasistiputra Satakarpi, apparently a 
co-uterine brother of Vasisthiputra Pujumavi 
and a son of Gautamiputra** • 3
However, the relationship between Vasip*fchiputra Sri 
Satakarpi and Vasipfchiputra Sri Pujumavi, and the relationship 
of Vasipthiputra Satakarpi and Gautamiputra Sri - Satakarpi 
cannot be confirmed from the available sources# D#C# Sir car1 s
1 • M. Rama Rao, *The Satavahana rival of Rhdradaman, 1
Proceedings of the Indian History Congress# 1951* PP* 52-56*
2# Venket Rao, op.oit# p# 108-112#
5# &.C. Sircar, *The Satavahanas and the Chedis*, in 
R.C. Majumdar (ed#) AID. XIII, 1951* PP* 183* 203#
identification of the Satmkarni of the Girnar Inscription
—  /
implies that the marriage of Vasisthiputra Sri Satakarni 
and Rudradaman1s daughter had taken place at least 2 k  years 
before Vasisthiputra Sri Satakarni ascended the Satavahana
throne, as it is known from the inscriptions of Vasisthiputra
x ~ „
Sri Pulumavi who reigned between Gautamiputra Sri Satakarni
and Vasisthiputra Sri Satakarni that Vasisthiputra Srt Pulumavi
^  f l ^
reigned for at least 2 k  years.
Lastly, if it was Vasisthiputra Sri Satakarni who was 
the Satakarni defeated by Rudradaman, it implies that 
Rudradaman had defeated his son-in-law (if the Mah'&ksatrapa 
Ru... mentioned in the Kanheri inscription was Rudradaman).
It is not possible to arrive at any definite conclusions 
regarding the identification of the Satakarni mentioned 
in the Girnar Inscription. It may however, be concluded that,
a) Satakarni of the Girnar Inscription must have 
reigned before 150 A.D.^
b) that he was a contemporary and a relation of 
Rudradaman (the Andhau Inscriptions show that ^ 
Rudradaman was ruling with Cas^ana in 130 A.D. 
while according to the Girnar Inscription - 
Rudradaman was the Mahaksatrapa in 150 A.D.^
1 • See supra p.76 rv.i.
2. D.C. Sircar, SI, I, 19&5* Andhau Stone Inscriptions of the 
time of Castana and Rudradaman I (Saka) year 72 (150 A.D.
3. See supra
c) that he was defeated in battle by Rudradaman*
Our knowledge of Vasathiputa Catarapana 
Satakani is limited to the Nanaghat Inscription which 
mentions a gift of a water cistern to the(Buddhist)monks
A
by a house-holder named Damaghosa (Dharmaghosa). According
to this inscription, the above mentioned gift was made in
the thirteenth regnal year of Vasathiputa Catarapana
Satakani. The name ’Catarapana* seems uncommon, and
'in fact, this is the only instance when^lt appears as the
name of a Satavahana ruler* In trying to explain the
meaning of Catarapana,k,Gopalachari has suggested that
2it may be connected with the term *Ksatrapa*. But whether
*Catarapana* was derived from the term 'Ksatrapa* is not
definitely known. No coins bearing the legend 'Catarapana 
Satakani* have been discovered. No do the Puranas give 
any reference to this ruler.
Neither can the Siri Sivamaka Sada (Sri Sivamaka 
Satakarni?) mentioned in the Amaravati Inscription^ e 
identified with certainty.
k
Madhariputa Svami Sakasena (of the Kanheri Inscription)
1. JBBRAS (OS) XV, 1 8 8 3, p. 3 1 3.
2. K. Gopalachari, EHAC, 19*1-1 , p. 6 7.
3« See supra, p. 79*
k .  Ibid.
is mentioned neither in the coins nor in the Purande lists.
His name suggests a Saka connexion. The Kanheri inscription 
mentioning Ma$hariputa Sakasena is dated in the eighth year 
of his reign.
Thus, in view of the above discussion, it should be 
noted that no definite conclusions can be drawn regarding the
w  —  ** mm
succession of the Satavahana rulers from Vasisthiputra Sri
mm mm mm ^  tS) m m  i *>
Pujumavi to Gautamiputra Svami- Sri Yajna Satakarpi. The 
available evidence indicates that at least three kings 
reigned in the time between Vasisthiputra Sri Pujumavi and 
Gautamiputra Svami-Sri Yajna Satakarpi. Although no definite 
dates can be assigned to these rulers, it may be safe to place 
their rule in the third quarter of the second centuiy A*D,
(e. 1^5-170).
Sotamlnuta Sami-Siri Yam Satakani (Gautamiputra-Svami Sri Ya.ina
Satakarni.
Inscriptions at Nasik, Kanheri and (ftinna Ganjam throw
light on the reign of Gotamiputa Sami Siri Yana Sat akapi.
The Nasik Inscription concerned mentions the donation of
a cave by the Mahasenapatini (the wife of the chief general of
the king) named Vasu in the seventh regnal year of Gotamiputa
1
Sami Siri Yana Satakani.
1. B.C. Sircar, Si, I, 1965, pp. 211-212
Two inscriptions at Kanheri refer to Gotamiputa
1 _
Sami Siri yaha Sat akapi or Gotamiputa Sami Sirijfhna Sotakamni
(Satakamni)*The first-mentioned inscription^ dated in the
sixteenth year of Gotamiputa Sami Siri Yana Sat akapi, mentions
the donations by an upasaka named Aparenu and others, of a cave,
a water-cistern and a sum of money to the (Buddhist) monks of
the Kanheri caves. The other inscription, which is mutilated,
mentions the excavation of a Caitya Cave by two merchants named
2
Gajasena and Gajamitra. This inscription is dated in the reign
of Gotamiputa Sami Sirigfaha Sotakamni* But the line^ iftenbioning
the date has been damaged*
The CJSinna Gan jam Inscription is dated in the 27th year
%
of Gotamiputa Siri Yana Sat akapi.
Gotamiputa Siri Yana’s name also appears in some coins 
found in the Ky§pa-Guntur region*
mm **
According to the Matsya Pur ana* Siva Skandha was 
succeeded by Yajna Sri who ruled for 27 years*
Considering all the above-mentioned information regarding 
the reign of &otamiputa Sami Siri Yaha Sat akapi, it is plausible 
to assume that his reign should be dated after the end of the 
reign of the immediate successors of Vasipthiputra Sri Pujxtmavi*
1. ASWI, Y, Kanheri Inscription, No.1$, p. 79*
2* Tbid, No* P* 75*
5* 1 * 1892* vO$&nna Gan jam Inscription of the year 27
of Gotamiputa Siri Yaha Sat akapi,1 p* 95*
The last rulers and the end of the Satavahana dynasty.
— I— nm ,1—iPWyi—iBgw^MUMaiiM.i—Mil i^ i.wihwiiiim>|i I ■ n i»nMfcr«»nl^ rmwiin» iirnnilH'fiiiK mipiiM mw*— 'Hi|iffi#r m
Three inscriptions mention the names of the (Satavahana) 
rulers who were probably the last members of the dynasty. They 
are:
a) a mutilated inscription discovered at Nagarjupako:g4a,
dated in the sixth regnal year of king Gotamiputa Siri-Vijaya 
1
Satakani. No more of this inscription can be deciphered owing 
to its mutilated condition.
b) the Kodavaii Hock-Inscription dated in the second year
of the reign of Caracas at i mentioning a donation (which is not
clearly described in the inscription) to the (Buddhist monks) by
2
the king's amaccas i.e. minister.
c) the IvSyakadoni Inscription dated in the eighth year
of the reign of a Pulumavi, recording the construction of a tank
3
by a ho us e-holder.
1. El. XXXVI, 1965-66, 1 Nagarj u^ ako.yc^ a Prakrit Inscription of 
Gautamiputra Vijaya Satakarni. Year 6. pp. 273-274*
2. El, XVIII, 1925-26, 'The Kodavaii Hock-Inscription of 
Can$asati| the second year of reign', pp. 316-319*
3. B.C. Sircar, SI, 1, 1965, %"akadoni Inscription of Pujumavi 
of the year 8, p. 212.
Goins bearing the legends Vijaya, Siri Cacja Sati, and
1
Pulumavi have also been discovered.
According to the Mats.va Furasta list of the Andhra rulers,
/ ^
Yajna Sri (Siri Yana of inscriptions) was succeeded by Vijaya,
^  M W  M M
Candra Sri and Pujumavi. They reigned for six, ten and seven 
years respectively, according to the same source.
Thus the reigns of the above-mentioned three rulers
V* & —  —
following the reign of Yajna Sri Satakarpi may be placed at the 
beginning of the third century of the Christian era.
We have shown in the course of this chapter that the 
Satamhhn&K dynasty ruled parts of the northern Deccan from 
c. 75-30 B.C. to c. 200-225 A.D, i.e. for about 250 to 300 years.
We have also indicated that the chrohology of the Satavahana rulers 
from the reign of G-autamiputra Sri Satakarpi to that of the last 
known king, i.e. Fujumavi can be established with some degree of 
accuracy.
Our main purpose in discussing the chronology of the 
Satavahana kings is to use it for dating and interpreting the 
numerous inscriptions which constitute the most reliable basis of 
any study of the rise and growth of Buddhism in the northern Deccan 
during the first three centuries of our era. Our discussion has
1. IHQ, XVI, 1940, pp. 503 ff; JM3I. II, p. 83; EHIC. VII, p. 104; 
CCAPWIC. 1908, pp. 30-31.
therefor© been confined, to what is strictly indispensable for this 
purpose*
In the following chapter we will turn our attention to the 
Buddhist shrines and monasteries in both the western and the eastern 
parts of the northern Deccan, which were either constructed or 
enlarged during the Satavahana period*
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CHAPTER III
THE BUDDHIST MONUMENTS MAINLY OF THE SATAVAHANA PERIOD
We have seen in the previous chapter that the 
Satavahanas came to power in about the first century 
before the Christian era and continued to rule parts of 
the northern Deccan for nearly three centuries* In this 
chapter we may turn our attention to the Buddhist monuments 
of the northern Deccan which can be dated back to the above 
period. Suoh monuments and inscriptions found in their 
premises are the main sources of information for our study 
of the rise and spread of Buddhism in this area and period.
The Buddhist monuments of the northern Deccan can be 
broadly divided into two groups: viz. those of the western 
part of the northern Deccan (Maharashtra) and those of the 
eastern part of the northern Deccan (Andhra$radesh). The 
monuments of the former group are excavated in rocks and 
the remains of some of them can still be seen* The monuments 
of the latter group were mostly made of brick and stone, and 
hence they Vi’are completely ruined; only their foundations have 
been discovered by the Archaeological Survey of India.
Buddhist monuments of the western part of the northern Dec can
(Maharashtra)
The first attempt to describe the rock-cut caves
1
in the Maharashtra was made by  Fergus son in 1843* ^his
was followed by the publication in 1880 of The Cave
2
Temples of India by Fergus son and Burgess. In 1883 the
latter work was supplemented by Burgess in a Beport of the
3
Archaeological Survey of India#
Since the time of Fergus son and Burgess much research
has been done by several scholars on the dates of excavation
and the development of art and architecture of these cave 
4
monuments. Thelater scholars have generally followed
1 . J. Fergusson, *0n the ^ock-eut temples of India1,
JBAS. VIII, pp. 30-92.
2. J. Fergusson and J. Burgess, The Cave Temples of India. 1880. 
3* J* Burgess, ASVfl. IV, 1883.
4 * Reference is made in this connexion to other works notably 
A#K* Coomaraswany, The History of Indian and Indonesian Art,
1927*
R.S# Wauchape, The Buddhist Gave Temples of India. 1933«
S. Kramrisch, Indian Sculpture. 1933**
P. Brown, Indian Architecture. Buddhist and Hindu.
B. Rowland, The Art and Architecture of India. 1959*
S.K. Saraswati and N.R. Bay 1Aa^ t, (chap.XX in History and 
Culture of the Indian people II, 1951X
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1
Fergusson and rBurgess1 conclusions that the 
period of four hundred years between 200 B.C* 
and 200 A*D# would cover their excavation, and 
that the caityas at Bhaja, Kondane and Pitalkhora 
are among the earliest, whereas Karle and Kanheri 
belong to a later stage*
There is, however, considerable divergence of 
opinion among scholars on the matter of absolute dates* 
Thus some scholars place the entire group, with the
irs"**
exception of Kanheri, in the two centuries preceding
2
the Christian era while the others place the earliest
5
caves in the first century B*C.
The main criteria applied by Fergusson and 
Burgess and also by the above-mentioned other scholars 
to date the Buddhist monuments concerned were 1) 
inscriptional evidence 2) the architectural styles and 
techniques*
1* The Cave Temples of India* op*cit * pp* 181-186*
2* G-. Yazdani, Early History of the Bee can. IX, 1960, 
p* 725; P* Brown, Indian Architecture* Buddhist and 
Hindu , p * 26 *
3* W,lfi* Spink, •On the development of ^ arJ y  Buddhist Art 
in India*, Art Bulletin, XL, 1958, p* 103*
The inacriptional evidence consists of palaeographical
clues and references to historical rulers of the Satavahana
and the Saka dynasties* With reference to the palaeographical
evidence it may be noted that the dates suggested for the
early inscriptions, found in the cave monuments of Maharashtra,
by Fergusson and Burgess and the scholars who followed them,
should be reconsidered in the light of later research on the
palaeography of the Brahmi inscriptions* In this connexion
reference is made to the study of Brahmi inscriptions by A#H*
1
Bani and also the study of inscriptions of the early Buddhist 
caves by V. BehejiL Where inscriptions make references to 
Satavahana or £aka rulers, the approximate dates of excavation 
of monuments with which the inscriptions are connected can be 
determined with more certainty*
The evidence for the study of architectural styles and 
techniques is provided by the rock-cut oaityas or Buddhist 
halls of worship, and viharas* which were the residential halls 
for the monks*
1* A.h * ^ani, ’The Provincial Brahmi scripts to the middle of the 
first century A*D* (chap#5)» Indian Palaeography * 1963*
2* V. Dehejia, Inscriptions from the ^arly Buddhist Caves (chap*3), 
Farlv Buddhist Rook Temples* 1972*
The earliest rock-cut oaityas - the Sudama and Lomas ^S^i
caves in the Barabar hills of Bihar - were excavated during the
time of Asoka* They consist of a rectangular chamber in which
worshippers could congregate, and a small circular room beyond,
with a domed roof which housed the object of worship - probably 
_ 1
a stuua* These rock-cut caityaa closely followed and w„e£el.
,.mo.deJ-'tei on the technique of structural architecture in wood, 
thatch and bamboo*
Art historian* hold the common opinion that the caityas
of the western Deccan may have evolved from the Sudama and Lomas
B$i caves of Bihar* -As we have already mentioned, scholars like
Fergusson and Burgess dated the oaityas in the western Deccan, which
appear to be nearest in style to the Sudama and Lomas B$i caves, back 
2
to 200 B*C, allowing a time gap of about 5 0  years f r o m  the date of 
excavation of the Barabar caves, which may be dated within the reign 
of Asoka* Similarly the chronological significance of architectural 
styles was elaborated ' by Percy Brown* His criteria included
the extent to which wooden constructions were copied, the shape of 
the oaitya arch, the elongation of the stupa, the elaboration of the
1 * In both the Sudama and Lomas oaves the inner chambers are 
quite enq>ty* It seems likely that a structural stupa of some 
sort occupied the chamber*
2* J* Fergusson and J* Burgess, The Cave Temples of India. 1880,
p. 182*
1
facade and the replacement of wood by stone*
The architectural style of the viharas was very 
simple* The viharas consisted of one or more cells 
containing a raised rock-cut bed and a little niche*
These cells were usually grouped around a central hall 
with an open veranda in front* The earliest viharas in 
the western Deccan are quadrangular in form. A typical 
example of the vihara consists of a narrow pillared 
veranda, leading into a small square hall with cells 
opening out from its sides*
We may however add that no definite conclusions can 
be drawn regarding the dates of excavation of the caves of 
the western Deccan on the evidence of architectural styles 
and techniques alone. %is evidence may help us considerably 
to arrive at a sequence of excavations* Our aim in this regard 
is not so much to fix the exact dates of excavation of cave 
monuments, as to described those that mainly belonged to the 
satavahana period*
Bha.ia
The Buddhist remains at Bhaja consists of sixteen viharas 
one cait.va and a number of stupas.
1 • P* Brown, op.cit * chapters V and VI.
Several inscriptions have been discovered in
_ J
connection with the Buddhist remains at Bhaja. They 
do not, however, provide us with any direct information 
regarding the date of excavation of the caves. Five of 
these inscriptions mention donations made to the Buddhist 
monks at Bhaja by some lay devotees whose names are given 
while three inscriptions engraved on the stupas mention the 
names of the sthaviras i.e. *Elder&"whose bodily remains 
were enshrined in the stupas.
Palaeographic considerations show that the 
2
inscription No.1 , as well as the inscriptions engraved on
3
wood? from the Bhaja caitva may be regarded as belonging
to the earliest category of inscriptions of the western
Deccan. These inscriptions exhibit an archaic form of
k
writing. The letters ga, da, da and na are angular and 
resemble those of the inscriptions of Asoka. However, the 
forms of letters bha and ma point to a later date. A
1* J. Burgess, ASWI. ivf 1883# pp# 82-83# M#N, ^eshpande,
1 Important Epigraphical Records from the Caitya Cave,
Hbaja*, Lalit Kala. 6 , 1959, pp. 30-32.
2* J. Burgess, ASWI, IV, 1883, p#82
3# Deshpande2 1 Important Epigraphical ^ ecords from the 
Caitya Cave, Bhaja, Lalit Kala. 6 , 1959, pp. 30-32.
4 * A.H* Indian Palaeography. 19^3, plates Ilia, Illb,
IVa, IVb (Asokan Brahmi) and plates Via, VIb, Vila, Vllb 
(Inscriptions of the Deccan); Also, ASWI. IV, 1883, pl.XLIV, 
Bhaja inscriptions 1-7 .
comparison of the letters £a, da, ma and ya of the
above-mentioned inscriptions of the Bhaja caves with
1
similar letters of the Nanaghafc inscriptions suggests
that the former inscriptions may he dated hack to a time
slightly earlier than the Nanaghafc inscriptions# ^s we
have 3hown in chapter XI, the Nanaghafc inscriptions have
heen dated to a period near the beginning of the Christian
2
era by several scholars,
We may ,therefore, assign the earliest inscriptions 
at Bhaja to the first century B.C* and accordingly date the 
excavation of the caves at Bhaja to the same century# It is, 
however, not possible to give a more definite date to these 
caves from the evidence available#
According to art historians the caitya at Bhaja 
belongs to an early stage of architectural development in 
Maharashtra# The caitya at Bhaja is a simple cave, 
approximately 59 X 27 ft# divided into a nave and side 
aisles by a row of pillars which follows the apsidal plan 
around the stuna- Below the caitya arch, which is carved from 
. stone, the facade is now completely open. ?his would 
originally have been filled in with a wooden screen 
containing a doorway leading to the interior. The numerous
1 , A.H* ^ani op.cit, plates_VIa,_VIb, Vila, and VIlb; also, 
ASWI, IV 1S83, pi. LI, Nanaghafc inscriptions 1-9*
2. Chap. XI,
pinholes in the fronton of the arch indicate further 
wooden additions of some nature* The vaulted ceiling 
of the nave still retains its original wooden ribs# The 
pillars are plain octagonal columns exhibiting a marked 
inward slope of five inches toward their upper end*
Although the caitya at Bhaja may be considered 
among the earliest group of Caityas of the western Deccan 
on account of its architectural similarity to the Sudama 
and Lomas ®§i caves in Barabar hills, this evidence does 
not permit us to measure the exact lapse of time between 
the caves of the two groups* Hence, it may be noted that 
the evidence of architectural style only allows us to 
determine a sequence of excavations which should be supported 
by other independent evidence such as that of inscriptions*
The viharas at Bhaja are of the quadrangular type#
Thus, vihara XXX, which is relatively well preserved, consists 
of a hall 17 Tt# square with two cells in two of its walls# An 
additional cell opens out from the right wall of the narrow 
pillared veranda in front# The-design of these viharas has been 
regarded by Fergusson and Burgess and several other scholars who
share their opinions, as the earliest vihara plan in this part
1
of India# But, as in the case of the caityas the precise date 
of these viharas cannot be determined on the evidence of the
1 • See p#tfi£ in this connexion#
architectural style alone# It is, however, important to 
note that the viharas at Bhaja provide a standard example 
of the earliest class of viharas in this part of India#
Kondane
One caitya and three viharas have been discovered at 
Kondane#
_ 1
Only one inscription has been discovered at Kondane.
It records the charitable act of a devotee named Balaka. The
2
letters a, ka, na, ta, na. and ha of this inscription are
similar to those of the Asoka inscriptions and therefore it
may also be listed along with the earliest inscriptions of
the western Deccan. Accordingly the Kondane inscription may
3
be assigned to the first century B#C#
The Kondane cait.va measuring roughly 66 X 27 ft#, is 
quite similar to Bhaja caitya in its plan, pillars, ceilings and 
in the treatment of its facade; the only distinction being the 
absence of pinholes on the fronton of the caitya arch and the 
more definite and stronger curve of the arch#
1# J. Burgess, ASWI. IV, 1883, p.83.
2# See iupra, note 4? also ASWI# IV, 1883, plate XDIV, 
Kondane inscription#
3. See Supra# pft
§ 8
One of the viharas at Kondane differs from the others
of the earliest group in having pillars# The flat roof of this
vihara is panelled immfcation of woodwork# According to V# ^ehejia,
this pillared vihara appears to provide on early variation on the
1
quadrangular plan.
Pitalkhora
The remains of nine viharas and four caityas have been 
found at Pitalkhora#
There are seven inscriptions at Pitalkhora mentioning 
various gifts to the Buddhist monks at Pitalkhora made by a 
number of devotees# Although the names of these donors are 
mentioned,they cannot be identified with ary known historical 
personages•
The Pitalkhora inscriptions No# 1 and 2 may be counted
among the earliest inscriptions of the western Deccan# The form3
of the letters ka, ga, -fca, cla^  dha, na, pa# ma, ra and pa of
2 ~
these inscriptionsjvery much resemble similar forms of the Mauiya
inscriptions and also those of the earliest inscriptions at
Bhaja and the Kondane inscription# The rest of the inscriptions at
Pitalkhora show developed features* The forms of cha, da, pa, and
3
ha are such examples# These inscriptions may be therefore listed
1# V* ^ehe^ia, Early Buddhist Hook ^emoles. 1972, p.92.
2# J. Burgess, ASWI. IV, 1883, pp. 83~8if#
3. See Supra p.^note 1*.J also ASWI. IV, 1883, pi. XLIV,
Pitalkhora ins# 1 and 2.
qq€1
along with those of Nanaghafc and Be^aa.
Architectural evidence indicates that the oait.va III 
at Pitalkhora belongs to the same period as the Bhaja caitya.
The facade of this cave has completely broken away and even the 
oaitya. arch is non-existent* However, its simple apsidal plan, 
and its plain octagonal columns with a distinct inward rake, 
place this oaitya in the same category as the caityas at Bhaja 
and Kondane. The oaitya X, which is a simple apdidal pillarless 
oaitya has a stone fapade; this would indicate that the oaitya X 
belongs to a period somewhat later than the caitya III. The 
oaityas XII and XIII also have a simple apsidal plan; they may be, 
therefore, assigned to the same time as oaitya III.
The viharas at Pitalkhora have followed the same plan as 
those at Bhaja and Kondane. Vihara 17 is similar to one of the 
viharas, at Kondane; it is a pillared vihara with a flat roof 
panelled in imitation of woodwork.
Aiianta
The cave monuments at Ajanta belong to two phases; the oaves 
of the later phase were excavated from the fifth century A#D# It is 
only the caves of the early phase which fall within our period of 
study.
The caves at Ajanta belonging to the early phase consist 
,fcwo caityas and two viharas.
Four inscriptions have been found in the caves of the
1
early phase at A^anta* They record donations of devotees to the 
Buddhist monks who resided in the Ajanta oaves*
2
The forms of letters da, na, pa, ma, va, and sa of Ajanta 
inscriptions are similar to those of the M o k a  inscriptions* They 
may he, therefore, categorised along with those of the earliest 
inscriptions at Bhaja, Kondane Pitalkhor^. 'Thus, on the evidence 
of palaeography, the caves of the early phase at ijanfca may he 
assigned to the first century B*C*
The caityas X at Ajanta, measuring 95 X VI ft* is quite 
similar in plan and treatment of pillars to those of the Bhaja 
Kondane and the Pitalkhora caityas * The ceiling of this cave is 
quite similar to that of Pitalkhora III, with wooden rihs in the 
nave and stone rihs in the side aisles*
oaitya IX with its stone facade appear to belong to 
a slightly later stage of development.
The viharas XII and XXX at Atf^ nta are of the simple 
quadrangular form and belong to the early category of viharas 
as those at Bhaja, Kondane and Pitalkhora*
Bedsa
The Buddhist monuments at Be^sa consist of a vihara and a
oaitya*
There are three inscriptions in the caves at Be<|sa. Two of
1* J. Burgess, ASWI. IV, 1883, P*116; A, Ghosh, ‘Two Early Brahmi 
Records from Ajanta, El, XXXVII, VI, 1968, pp. 2V1-2Mf.
2 . J. Burgess, o^.^lt., pi. LVI, 1-2; Et XXXVII, VI, plate facing
p. 2i|lj., a.b.
these record donations to the Buddhist monks who lived at
1
Be<Jsa while the third is a commemorative inscription; it 
mentions the construction by a pupil of a stupa in memory 
of his teacher*
The letters of the inscriptions at Be<Jsa show some
developed features from those of the earliest inscriptions
at Bhaja. Thus the form of ta is definitely rounded, and a
tendency towards the later bha is to be seen* The va and the
lower half of the ma are distinctly triangular, and complete
2
equalisation of the verticals of ha has been achieved. These 
inscriptions may be therefore assigned to a period slightly 
later than that of the earliest inscriptions of Bhaja.
The architectural style of the caityas at Bedsa also 
shows some developed features* Thus the apsidal caitya 
measuring 45 X 21 ft. has been elaborated by the addition of 
a veranda* A. single doorway and two windows open into the 
caitya* This arrangement of the oaitya which is different from 
those at Bhaja and Kondane suggests that the Be^sa oaitya was 
sometime later in date than the former caityas * The style of 
the pillars in the varanda of the Be^sa caitya also supports 
this suggestion* They are tall elegant shafts, reaching a height 
of 25 ft. entirely perpendicular, rising out of a ghata and 
terminating in an elaborate capital.
1. J. Burgess, ASWI. U f ,  1883, pp. 89-90
2. ibid.. pi. XLVII, Bedsa ins. 1-3.
TB© s e t Be^sa is different from the usual
quadrangular plan* It has an apsidal plan, eleven cells 
opening out from its walls* Its vaulted ceiling is similar 
to that of a caitya* No t conclusions regarding the date of 
excavation of this vihara may Be, therefore, drawn from the 
evidence of the architectural styles and techniques.
Nasik
The Buddhist caves at Nasik consist of one oaitya and 
more than 20 viharas*
The earliest inscription at Nasik has Been found in vihara
XIX. This inscription mentions that it was engraved in the reign
1
of the Satavahana king Kanha. As we have shown in chapter II, the
reign of Kanha may Be dated in the latter half of the first 
2
centuiy B.C.
3
The forms of letters ka, na, da, na» ma, va, sa, and ha 
of the above-mentioned inscription at Nasik are on the whole 
similar to those of the earliest inscriptions at Bhaja ,, Kondane 
and Pitalkhora.
1. B.C. Siroar, SI, I, 1965, p.189.
2. Chapter II, p|?63>-6/^
3. J. Burgess, ASWI. IV, 1883, pi. LI. Nasik No.1 .
It may be suggested therefore that Nasik vihara XIX
belongs to the earliest group of caves in the western
Deccan which may be assigned to the first century B.C.
1The Nasik inscription no. 2 and 3 exhibit slightly
more developed chacters than those of the inscription
2no. 1. The rounded form of the letter ga of inscription
no. 2 is similar to that of Nanaghaf inscriptions which
may be assigned to a date close to the beginning of the
Christian era.
Several inscriptions mention donations to the Buddhist
monks at Nasik by Usavadata (Usavadatta), the son-in-law
of the Ksaharata Ksatrapa ruler Nahapana; inscription
no. 10 specifically states that the cave (no. X) was
(caused to be) made by Usavadata. As we have shown in
w  &
chapter II, Nahapana may have ruled in the noafeth-western 
Deccan towards the latter half of the first century A.D.^ 
and also a few years at the beginning of the second century 
A.D.
Thus on the evidence of the above-mentioned inscriptions 
it may be concluded that Cave X at Nasik was excavated
in the latter half of the first century A.D.
1. ASWI, XV, 1883, pp. 98-99.
2. Ibid, pi. LI, Nasik ins. no. 2.
3. El, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 78-8 1.
4. See snpra, p.'7^ r
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In Cave III there are two sets of inscriptions
mentioning donations by the Satavahanas to the Buddhist
monks at Nasik* The first inscription of the first set
mentions an order given to viphupalita (Vigpupalita) the
royal officer at Govadhana (Govardana) (Nasik) by Gotamiputa
_ 1
Sirisadakapi (Gautamiputra Sri Satakarpi) , regarding the
donation to the Buddhist monks at Nasik of a field in the
village of Aparakakha^i. The second inscription, a supplementary
grant by the same king in association with his mother (Gotami-
Balasiri) mentions the granting to the monks at Nasik, of an
alternative field as the field which was given earlier had been
2
left uncultivated*
The second set of inscriptions also refers to two grants; 
the first inscription, dated in the nineteenth regnal year of 
Vasifchiputa Siri Pujumayi (Vasigfchiputra ^ri Pujumayi or 
Vasipfchiputra Sri Pujumavi), mentions the dedication of a cave 
to the monks of the Bhadavaniya (Bhadrayaniya) sect, by Got ami 
Balasiri (Gautami Balasri), the mother of Gotamiputa Siri
3
Satakapi and the grandmother of Vasifchiputa siri Pujumayi. It 
further records the grant by Vasifchiputa Siri Pujumayi of a 
neighbouring village for the support of the same monks*
1. 231, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 71-72.
2* El, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 73-74*
3* ibid* pp. 60-65.
The second inscription, engraved in continuation of the
first, contains an order by Vasithiputa Siri PuJ.umavi to
Sivakhadila, the officer at Govadhana (Govardhana) (Nasik),
regarding the donation of the village named Samalipada, situated
on the eastern road in the Govadhana district, to the monks of
the Bhadayaniya (Bhadrayaniya) sect who lived in the devilena«
i.e. * Queen* s Cave*, in exchange for the village named Sudasana
(Sudarsana), which was situated on the southern road in the
1
Govadhana district.
ilie above-mentioned information proves that Cave III 
at Nasik was excavated in the first half of the second century 
A.D. according to our chronology of the Satavahanas given in 
chapter XI.
•k* ’k*16 vihara. XX there is an inscription which is dated in
2
the seventh year of the reign of Sami-Sirj;;YaSxa-Satakapi. It 
mentions that the vihara (No. XX) had been left for many years in a 
neglected state, before it was completed by Yasu, the wife of 
Bhavagopa who was the king*s maha"senapati. the commander-in-chief. 
With the help of this inscription, the Nasik vihara XX can be dated 
to the latter half of the second century A.D.
The caitya at Nasik with its stone facade seems to belong 
to a phase later than the caityas at Bhaja, Kondane, Pitalkhora III, 
and Ajanta X, which hado wooden fapades.
1 . ibid, pp. 65-71
2. El, VIII, 1905-6, p. 94.
Thus excavation of caves at Nasik seems to have 
extended over a long period of time* (The vihara XIV*, which 
contains an inscription engraved in the reign of the 
Satavahana king Kanha, was probably the earliest of the group*
Hie caitya at Nasik with its stone facade may have been 
excavated at a time slightly later than vihara XIX. Hie vihara X 
was excavated in the latter half of the first century A.D* while 
the vihara III was excavated in the first half of the second 
century A.D* Vihara XX was completed in the latter half of the 
second, century A.D* Thus wa may safely conclude that the group 
of caves at Nasik mainly belongs to the Satavavahana period.
Karle (or Karli)
The Buddhist caves at Karle consist of a large caitya 
and several viharas. some of Which.:are’ badly ruined* The 
oaitya at Karle is one of the largest and finest as well as the 
best preserved among the caityas of the northern Deccan*
There are a number of inscriptions in the caitya at 
Karle. Among these^three inscriptions may be considered a3 the
Jf
earliest of the Karle group. They are5i)bhe inscription of
Bhutapala from Vejayanti reporting the completion of the Selaghara
I "
(sailag^ha), i.e. * the rock-mans ion* ,l.;20 the inscription of
1 IV, 1883* karle ins*1, p*90. The meaning_ofthe term
selaghara is generally taken to indicate the Karle oaitya 
as a whole. However, B.D. Kosarabi is of the opinion that 
Selaghara refers to the five~3toreyed relief mansion in the 
veranda* (JASB* XXX, 1955, p.63.)
Indadeva (indradeva), mentioning the donation of a
*
veyika (vedika) and the elephant figures in the veranda,.
2
3) the inscription of the Maharafchi (Maharastrin) •, Agnimitrapaka,
recounting the erection of a sihathabhaq.e, *a pillar
3
containing the figure of a lion* A comparison of the script 
of these three inscriptions with those of the earliest 
inscriptions at Bhaja, Kondane, Ajanta and Pitalkhora on the 
one hand and with those of the inscriptions mentioning 
Nahapana on the other, reveals that the script of the Karle 
records are definitely more advanced than the earliest 
inscriptions at Bhaja etc* without, however, reaching the stage 
of development of the script of the records mentioning Nahapana* 
The advancement of the sci*ipts is marked by the angularity of 
letters pa, ha, and la* There is also a lengthening of the
1 * Ibid* ins* 3 , p#90*
2* chief of a raatra (a territorial division) (D*C. Sircar,) 
Indian Palaeographioal Glossary* 1966, p.186*
3. ASWI, IV, 1883, ins* 2 , p*90*
A. ibid* pi* XLVII, Karle ins. 1-3£ pi# XLIV, inscriptions 
at Bhaja, Kondane and Pitalkhora and PI* LII, Nasik ins*
5-7; PI# LIII, Nasik ins* 6a*
vertical of ka and an equalisation of the verticals of
ha. Thus, the evidence of palaeography suggests that the
excavations of caves at Karle may have begun later than
the caves at Bhaja, but before the time of Nahapana*
There are also inscriptions at Karle mentioning Saka
and Satavahana rulers. One such inscription records the
names Nahapana and Usabhadata (Rsabhadatta). It records
the donation by Usabhadata of the revenue of some land
- 1to the Buddhist monks who lived in the caves at Karle.
Thus the evidence of this inscription makes it clear that
at least some of the Buddhist caves at Karle were in
existence during the days of Usavadata (the identification
of Usabhadata and Usavadata has been discussed in chapter II)
and Nahapana (towards the latter half of the first
century A.D. and also some years at the beginning of the
2second century A.D.)
There are three inscriptions at Karle which mention
Satavahana rulers. They are 1) the mutilated Karle inscription
recording the commandiog a Satavahana king (whose name
cannot be deciphered, owing to the mutilated condition
— 36fc.the inscription ) to the officer at Mamala^
1. D.C. Sircar, SI I, 1 9 6 5, pp. 171-172.
2. See supra, p • I S
3. Mamala has been identified with Maval (Maul), the name 
of the tract along the Gha-J range (see ASWI, IV, 1 8 8 3, 
p. 113j n.^  ).
(in connexion with) the donation of the village named Karajaka
1 2 
to the monks who lived in the Valuraka (Karle) oaves* 2) the
karle Inscription dated in the seventh regnal year of
Vasifchiputa Siri Pujumavi, recording the bestowal of a village
(the name of the village is not given) to the monks of the
~ - 3
Valuraka (Karle) caves by the Maharafchi Somadeva* 3) the Karle
Inscription dated in the 24th regnal year of Vasifchiputa Siri
Pujumavi, recording the gift of a nine-celled hall to the community 
... -
of Mahasamghikas, by the lay devotee named Harapharana.
Thus the palaeographic evidence and the information provided 
by some inscriptions show that the excavation of eaves at Karle may
have begun some time later than the earliest caves at Bhaja, Kondane,
and Pifcalkhora* -Additions to the initial caves have been made in the 
latter half of the first centuiy A.D. and in the early half of the 
second centuiy as well*
The early half of the second centuiy was also the time of the 
reigns of the two important Satavahana rulers- G-autamiputra &ri 
Satakaryi and Vasi§thiputra &ri PuJ.umavi*
1 • Valuraka is the name of the village where the Karle Caves are 
situated (El, VII, 1902-3, p.62).
2. El, VIII, 1902-3, No.19., pp. 64-71.
3. El, VIII, 1902-3, No.14, PP. 61-62.
4. D.G. Sircar, SI,I, 1965, p.210.
5. Chapter II, pp,
Junnar
The caves at Junnar consist of nearly 200 excavations 
distributed in four groups: l) the caves on the Manmodi hill 
to the south of Junnar town, 2) the caves on the Sivaneri hill 
to the south west of Junnar town, 3) the caves known as the Tulja 
lena group of caves to the west of Junnar town,4) the caves known 
as the G-anesh Lena group of caves, situated on the Sulaiman hills 
to the north of Junnar town, and, another group of caves, situated 
about a mile to the east of the last mentioned caves, on the same 
hill*
No inscriptions exhibiting a script similar to that of the
earliest inscriptions at Bhaja, Kondane, and Pitalkhora have been
found at Junnar* The script of all the inscriptions discovered at
Junnar show that it belongs to a more developed stage of writing*
In general, the script of the inscriptions at Junnar display a curve
1
of the lower ends of the verticals* On grounds of palaeography, the
inscriptions at Junnar may be categorised along with those of the
2
later inscriptions at Nasik mentioning Nahapana and Usavadata.
One of the cells in the Nanmodi hills contains an inscription 
which mentions the K§aharata K§atrapa ruler Nahapana* It records the
1* J. Burgess, ASWI, IV, 1883, pi# XLVIII, Junnar ins* 1-34* 
2* Ibid PI* LII, Nasik ins* 5,7, pl« LIII, Nasik ins* 6a*
- 1
gift by Ay$ma, the minister of K^aharata, Kgatrapa Nahapana
2 \
of a matapa (mapdapa) and a podhi (prahi)*
On the evidence of this inscription it may be 
concluded that the cave on Manmodi hill in question was 
excavated in the latter half of the first centuiy A*D*
The Amba Ambika caitya on the Manmodi hill at Junnar 
is of typical apsidal plan and has a small veranda in front*
The columns of this oaitya show signs of a rnore developed style 
terminating in a rounded inverted ghat a» Similar pillars may 
be seen in the Bhima Shankar oaitya* also on the Manmodi hill 
at Junnar* In some of the viharas of the Qanesh Lena group of 
caves also pillars of the same style have been used*
On the evidence of both palaeography of inscriptions and 
architectural styles which show characteristics of development 
the group of caves at Junnar may be placed in the latter half of 
the first centuiy A#p#
1* J* Burgess, ASWS» IV, 1883, ins* No*11, p* 103* 
2* See Appendix
The caves at Kuda consist of three caityas and nineteen
9  > iK iw  ' I in
viharas .
The caves contain some 23 inscriptions mentioning gifts 
of various kinds to the monks who lived in the caves at Kuda®
The inscriptions at Ku$a exhibit adscript of an advanced
stage in the development of waiting* This is indicated by the
curved shape of the lower ends of the verticals. However, these
inscriptions have preserveeMi® early forms of ya5 na, 3^a, and 
1
da. A comparison of letters of these inscriptions with those of 
the time of Nahapana shows that they can be classified in the 
same group as those of the latter* The caves at Kuda may 
therefore be dated back to the latter half of the first century 
A„d . approximately.
Architectural evidence also giveg us a few clues as to the 
dates of the caityas at iKuda. Thus, the caityas are all flat- 
roofed, rectangular structures. The plan of those caityas is 
similar to that of Nasik. We have dated the Nasik caitya back 
to a time slightly later than that of the caityas at Bhaja,
Kondane and Pitalkhora* The pillars of caitya IX have a 'bell*-
* „
shaped capital; this is an indication that caitya XX at Kuda was
somewhat later in construction than the earliest category of 
caityas •
•1. J. Burgess, ASffl. IV, 1883, pits. XLV and XLVI, kuda ins. 1-28.
Mahad
There are several caityas and nearly 30 viharas at
Mahad *
Tvra donatory inscriptions have been found in the caves
1
at Mahad* On the similarity of script, they may be grouped 
along with the inscriptions at Kuda.
The caityas at Mahad belong to the type of flat-roofed 
caityas. As it has been noticed earlier, this type of caityas 
appeared at Nasik, Kuda and at Junriax’ at a comparatively later 
date than that of Bhaja, Kondane and Pitalkhora.
Karadh
Several caityas and nearly 50 viharas have been found at
Karadh.
Only one, rather defaced, inscription, remains in one of 
the caves and it seems to belong to the same group of inscriptions 
as those of Kuda.
The large number of the caityas at Karadh are of the 
rectangular flat-roofed variety, and as we have already seen, 
the caityas of this type should be dated t<i> a comparatively 
later date than that of the caityas at Bhaja, Kondane and 
Pitalkhora.
1 o J. Burgess, ASWI, IV, 1883? pi. XLVI, Mahad ins. No. 1-2.
Kapheri
There are nearly a hundred caves at Kapheri. This 
group includes also a large oaitya.
No inscriptions belonging to the earliest category 
of waves have been found in the caves at Kapheri. The script
1
of the large number of inscriptions in the caves at Kapheri 
is similar to that of the Nasik inscriptions of the Satavahana 
rulers from Gautamiputra Sri Satakarpi to Sri Yarjpa ■ Satakarpi. 
Thus the elongated forms of ka with curved endings and the 
rounded ga agree to a considerable extent with similar letters 
in the inscriptions of the above-mentioned Satavahana rulers. 
Further, the forms of letters ma, ya, ca, ha, and sa are other 
examples which greatly resemble in both Kapheri inscriptions 
and the inscriptions of the Satavahana rulers concerned.
A mutilated inscription found in the caitya at Kapheri 
records that it was erected by two merchants named Gajasena and 
Gajamitra in the reign of the king Gotamiputa Sami-Siri:fe,na
- ~ - * v 3
Sotakamni (G-autamiputra Svami Sri Yajna Satakarpi). Another 
inscription in Cave DQQCI is also dated in the sixteenth year
1. J. Burgess, ASWI, V, 1883? pi. LI? ins. 1-15.
2. J. Burgess, ASWI. IV, 1883, pi. LII, Nos. 18, 19.; pi. LIII, 
Nos. 13? 1A> pi. LV, No.22.
3. J. Burgess, ASWI. V, 1883? ins. No.2*., p. 75.
of Gotandputa Sand-Slri;)ana~Satakapi• The inscription
mentions the donations of a cave, hall, and an endowment
of money to the monks at Kapheri by a merchant and his 
1
family.
On the evidence of inscriptions at Kapheri:!, it may
be concluded that all the caves at Kapheri are somewhat later
in date* Thus, they may be assigned to the second century of
the Christian era*
As has been shown by some scholars, the final stage in
the development of the apsidal caitya is to be seen in the
_ 2
caitya at Kapheri* The interior of this caitya measures roughly 
86 X AO ft* Three doorways lead to the interior of the cave*
The pillars exhibit a developed style* While their bases have 
a stepped platform and a ghat a they also terminate in a rounded 
inverted ghat a*
Thus, regarding the cave monuments of the western Deccan, 
it may be concluded that the earliest examples belong to the first 
century B#C. while the relatively later caves are datable to the 
first and the second centuries of the Christian era. This shows 
that, on the whole, the cave monuments of the western Deccan are 
assignable to the Satavahana period.
1* Ibid* * ins* No.15, p*79*
2* V. D©hejia, Early Buddhist Rock Temples* 1972, p. 91*
The Buddhist monasteries of the eastern part of the 
northern Deccan (Andhra Pradesh)
The -Buddhist monuments of the eastern part of 
the Deccans unlike those in the western Deccan, have been 
found in a completely ruined state, A list of places where
such ruins were noticed was compiled in 1882-8A by Robert
1
Sewell, Excavations conducted in these places by the 
Archeological Survey of India have brought to light the 
remains of several stupas* caityas and viharas„ These 
remains show that the eastern Deccan also once possessed a 
fairly large number of Buddhist centres some of which may be 
dated back to the Satavahana period. We shall examine in the 
following pages the places in the eastern part of the Deccan 
where the remains of such Bu^hist centres have been discovered*
Anar a vat i
As it has already been mentioned in chapter X, the 
establishment of the Buddhist centre at Amaravati may be dated 
back to a time between the reign of Asolca and the beginning of 
the Satavahana period* The evidence available for further Buddhist 
activities at Amaravati during the subsequent period may now be 
examined»
Two inscriptions provide valuable information regarding 
Buddhist, activities at Amaravati during the Satavahana period.
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One of them mentions the gift of a dhamaoaka
(dharmaoakra), i.e. fa wheel of the Law1 at the west gate of
the stupa in an unspecified year of the reign of the king
Va(si)th(I)puta(sa)m(i) Siri Pulumavi (Vasisthiputra Svaml Sri 
1
Pulumavi) • This inscription proves that at least the west gate
’k*10 vedlka (railing) existed in the reign of Vasisthiputra Sri
Pulumavi* The other inscription mentions a donation hy an officer
2
of king Siri Sivamaka Sada* As we have shown in chapter XI, this 
king may "be considered a successor of Vasisthiputra Sri Pulumavi; 
thus the latter inscription shows that some parts of the railing 
which encircled the Amaravati stupa were built during the reign 
ofSt'ri Sivamaka Sada*
Several scholars have made attempts to determine the 
relative dates of the sculptural phases of the railing which 
surrounded the stupa« as well as the date of construction of the 
stupa itself, with the help of the information provided by the
3
above-mentioned two inscriptions* Thus, the scholars who accept 
a 'long chronology* for the Satavahana rulers have dated the 
kings mentioned in those inscriptions and the sculptured slabs
1*0* Sivaramamurti, 'Amaravati Sculptures in the Madras 
Government Museum, BMG-M*. IV, 194-2* no* 51* P* 283*
2* J* Burgess, ASSI, I, 1887* p« 61*
3* See Sivaramamurti op*cit* pp. 26  ff.; J* Burgess, op»cit, p* 112; 
D. Barrett, Sculptures from Amaravati in the British Museum,
1954-, P • 50; also Barrett, 'The Early phase at Amaravati', 
British Museum Quarterly* XXXII, nos. 1-2, 1967, PP* 55 f£*
1
on which the inscriptions are engraved, to a time around 200 B.C.
Other soholars advocating a ’short chronology* for the
Satavahanas have dated the same kings^and therefore the sculptured
slabs on which the inscriptions are engraved^to a relatively later
2
period of time - the second half of the second century A.D. The 
chronology of the Satavahana rulers given in chapter II, shows that 
the opinion of the latter scholars is to be preferred. It may 
however, be noted that the evidence of the inscriptions only 
indicates the date of construction of the railing round the stupa. 
No definite evidence regarding the construction of the stupa has 
been found so far.
In its final form, the Amaravati stupa of the Satavahana 
period seems to have been a monument of large proportions. Its 
railing^which was most elaborately decorated with sculptured 
marble, measured 192 feet in diameter and was pierced by gates at 
the four cardinal points• Within the railing lay the processional 
path (oradaksinaoatha). thirteen feet wide. The drum of the stupa 
was 162 feet in diameter. Its exact height is not definitely 
known•
1.C. Sivaramamurti, op.c i t Burgess, op.c i t lift.
2. 1). Barrett, op .cit y
The considerable size and the profuse sculptural 
decorations show that the stupa at Amaravati would have 
marked a very important Buddhist centre in the eastern 
Deccan. Although the date of its construction is not 
definitely known, it is evident from the inscriptions 
already mentioned, that the major part of the railing 
of the stupa was erected during the second half of the 
second century A#D,
The ruins of G-untupally consist of a series of 
rock-cut cells, a number of stupas and a caitya.
A donatory inscription which was found at the site of
1
G-untupally and edited recently by it. Subrahmanyam provides 
palaeographical evidence regarding the time when the monastery 
at G-untupally was in use as a residence by Buddhist monies.
The letter ma of this inscription has been written in
an archaic fashion, similar to those in the inscriptions of
2
As oka. But. the letters ka, ga, ta, da, and ha resemble those 
in inscriptions at Bhaja, Kondane and Pitalkhora.
1. Andhra Pradesh G-overnment Epigraphical S e r i e s  ^ no.3, 
Hyderabad, 19&8, pp. 1-7 and plate.
Ibid» plate showing the inscription (not numbered).
On the whole the script of the Guntupally 
inscription is similar to that of the Nanagha-fc inscriptions#
Thus the Buddhist monuments at G-untupally may he dated 
Approximatelyto> the first centuiy B.C.
The group of cells discovered at Guntupally was in
a badly ruined condition; the upper part of the cells having
1
been completely destroyed. The remaining parts of these
cells, however, exhibit some architectural features which may
be compared with those of the similar caves of the western
Deccan. Thus, the cells are small and simple in their excavation
with doors and windows decorated on top with horse-shoe shaped
designs. The caityas cave is a small circular chamber with a
fajade of the earliest type such as those of Bhaja, Be<Jsa and
Kondane. The roof is vaulted; it has followed the style of a
wooden construction having ribs and rafters. Further, this
wood like style is seen in the facade in which the projecting
ends of the rafters are noticeable. Some scholars have compared
the style of construction of the oaitya at Guntupally with the
2
earliest c&ityas on the Barabar hills in Bihar*
We may therefore conclude on the evidence of the
palaeography and architectural style of the cells and the
1 • Longhurst, Annual Report of the .Archaeological Department
(southern Circle), 1916—17, PP. 30ff.
2. K.R. Sirinivasan, fArt and Archtecture-Southern India1
Chapter XXIII in K.A.N. Sastri edited A Comprehensive History 
of India II, 19 5 6 ,  pp. 738-29. --------------------
caitya that the Buddhist monastery at G-untupally belongs 
to the group of monasteries in the northern Beccan of the 
first century B.C*
Ramatirtham
Ruins of several cells, five caityas and a 3tupa have 
b&en found at Ramatirtham (in the district of Vizagapetam) 
by the Archaeological Survey of India*
Some information regarding the Ramatirtham monastery
is supplied by a seal discovered at the site* This seal contains
1
the inscription: Siri S(i)va(maka) Yl.iayara.ja s(e)lasaghasa i*ee 
’the Sailasagigha (the community of monks belonging to the 
monastery on the hill, or the community of monks belonging to the 
Salla (Purvasaila or Aparasaila) sect) of (patronised by ?) the 
king Siri Sivamaka VijayaQ in in chapter II,
2
this king may be identified with Vijaya. of the Satavahana dynasty, 
who reigned at the beginning of the third century A*D. If this 
identification is acceptable, it may be concluded that the 
monastery at Ramatirtham was in use by Buddhist, igQnks in ,Lth% _ 
reign of Vijaya of the Satavahana dynasty*
The cells were made of brick and were arranged in long rows* 
In their size and style, - small and simple rectangular compartments- 
they resembled the rock-cut cave., cells of the western part
1, A, Rea, ’Buddhist Monasteries on the Curubhaktakopda and
Durga Kb#4a Hills at Ramatirtham, 'ASXAR, 1910-11, 1914? p®85«
2* Chapter II, p.$5*
of the .Deecanv >- •:
,r
® ie Qftityas were built in various dimensions; they had 
barrel-shaped briolc roofs, and stupas at the apsidal end*
In their plan and style, the caityaa at Ramatirtham very much 
resembled the earliest group of caityas in the western 
Deccan*
Thus, on the evidence of inscriptions and architectural
ke
styles it may /concluded that the Buddhist monastery at 
Ramatirtham belonged to the Satavahana period*
Nagar.iunakonfla
Excavations at Nagarjunakop^a have brought to light the
remains of several caityas * stupas viharas, and the ruins of
other monastic buildings* The large number of inscriptions
discovered at Nagarjunakopja belong to the period of the
Ikpvakus, the successors of the Satavahanas in the Sndhra
region* There is, however, a single inscription at Nagarjunakopja
which belongs to our period*
This inscription mentions a king named Gotamiputa Siri 
1
Vijaya Satakani. Although the inscription is incomplete, its 
Buddhist association is indicated by the phrases 1(na) mo 
bhagavato agapogalasa1 (Pali: namo Bhagavato aggapuggalassa)
1* 331, XXXVI, 1965-66, pp* 273-7A.
meaning 'adoration to the lord, the best of beings* (the Buddha ?) 
and vesakha pugima (Skt: Vaisakhi purpima) * Agga puggala 
(Skt* agrya pudgala) is one of the epithets of the Buddha, and 
Vaisakhi purolma is traditionally associated with the day of the 
Buddha’s birth;enlightenment, and decease* It may therefore, be 
suggested that the object of the inscription is to record the gift 
of the pillar bearing the inscription to a Buddhist monument which 
might have been situated near the place where the inscription was 
discovered.
Thus, the evidence of at least one inscription indicates that 
some Buddhist monuments at Nagarjupakopjja had existed during the last 
part of the Satavahana period* definite indent if icat ion, however, of 
the monuments at Nagarjunakop4.a of the Satavahana period, is not 
possible*
Other Buddhist monuments of the eastern part of the Deccan which may be 
approximately dated within the Satavahana period*
Besides the above-mentioned Buddhist monuments there are a large 
number of places in the eastern part of the Deccan where ruins of Buddhist 
monuments were discovered* But these sites have not provided definite 
information regarding their exact chronological position* The Buddhist
1 - 2 3 4 
remains at SanJCar^m} Guijivada, Cliinna Gan jam, Pedda Gan jam,
5 _ 6 _ 7 8
Ramare$<j.ipalli, Cfe jrala, Alluru, and GHa&fc-asala belong to
this group. An inscription discovered at Alluru has on, palaeogra-
phical considerations been dated to the second cdntury of the
9
Christian era by scholars, The evidence of this inscription permits 
us to date the Buddhist monuments at Alluru at least to the Second 
centuiy A.D*
1 # A, Rea, 'A Buddhist Monastery on the Sarikaram Hills,
Vizagapatam District', AS JAR, 1907-8, 1911* pp* 150-180*
2* A* Rea, 'South Indian Buddhist Antiquities, Archaeological 
Survey of India, New Imperial Series, XV, 1894-,pp*21 ff#
3* Annual Report of the Archaeological Department (Southern Circle)#
1888, pp* 8-10*
A. ibid* pp* 2-11; 1889* pp* 2-12*
5* Annual Report of Epigraphy* 1924* p* 3-4#
6* Annual Report of the Arohaeological department (Southern Circle),
1888, pp# 12-18*
7* Annual ^enort on epigraphy* 1924, pp*3, 97*
8* A* Rea, op*cit * pp# 32ff*
9* D*C* Sircar, The Successors of the Satavahanas in Lower Deccan*
1939# Appendix II*
In the course of this chapter, an attempt has 
been made to describe those Buddhist monuments which can 
be dated to the Satavahana period* This was necessary 
in view of the fact that the remains of the Buddhist 
monuments themselves and the inscriptions they contain provide 
the bulk of the data concerning the monastic life and 
the place of Buddhism in the society of the northern Deccan 
during the Satavahana period*
CHAPTER IV
THE BUDDHIST SHOTS OF THE SATAVAHANA, PERIOD
Having identified the Buddhist monuments which can he
dated to the Satavahana period we can now describe the Order of
Buddhist monks. A characteristic feature of the Buddhist Order is
1
that it was divided, from early times, into a number of sects. In 
the course of this chapter we will try to identify the various sects 
v/hioh constituted the Buddhist Order of the Deccan and also try to 
show their relative importance during the Satavahana period.
The emergence of sects
2
According to Sinhalese tradition the first schism in Buddhism 
occurred at the time of the Vaitali Council. Earlier scholars have 
suggested that the Vai^ali Council met to decide upon a question of
3
discipline • All sources agree that the Council took place between
/ one hundred and
1. We have used * sect* to denote those groups within the Buddhist 
Order formed on the basis of doctrinal and liturgical differences, 
which grew in importance from c. 110-150 years after the 
parinibbana of the Buddha.
2. By 1 schism* is meant the Sanskrit term samghabheda (split of the 
community). This, as we know, was not due to a contest of authority 
but to acceptance by certain followers of different interpretations 
of the teachings of the Buddha (Andre Bareau, Les Sects Bouddhiques 
du Petit Vehioule, pp. 7-8).
3. Having studied all the Canonical and non-Canonical accounts on the 
subject, Hofinger has shown that the Vai&ali Council has not entailed 
any schism, and that there must have been a considerable lapse of time 
between the Vai£ali Council and the Mahasamghika schism. (M. Hofinger, 
Etude sur le Concile de Vai^ali, 13k& ).
1
6Hj&‘ hundred and ten years after the parinibbpna of the Buddha*
The evidence relating to the Mahasamghika schism is, however,
connected with the name of Mahadeva by several sources from the
2
north-west India* According to these sources, the Mahasamghika 
schism took place as a consequence of the five propositions
3
propounded by Mahadeva. The Mahadeva controversy and the schism
which followed it have been dated, in the north-west Indian sources,
4
to about a generation after the YaiSall Council* Such a view would 
reconcile all the facts known at present on this subject* We may 
therefore attribute the origin of the Mahasamghika schism to causes
1 • See Hofinger, op*cit, Chapter III, on the da,te of the Council.
2. See under Yasumitra, Bhavya, Yinltadeva, and Taranatha in the 
appendix® ?
3* According to Yasumitra, followed by Bhavya and Yinltadeva, the 
five points of Mahadeva are:
The Arhats 1• are subject to temptation.
2. may have a residue of ignorance.
3 * may have doubts regarding certain 
matters.
4 * gain knowledge through others help, 
and, 3* the tFath* may be attained by an 
exclamation such as 'aho1 •
4 * It should be noted here that this information is mainly provided by 
the work of Taranatha which is as late as the sixteenth century A.I), 
(see Schiefner, Taranatha1 s G-eschichte des Buddhismus in Indien aus 
dem Tibet isohen, 1869, ^ pT^O^BT) V  According to Taranatha, Mahadeva 
lived in the reign of Surasena who was succeeded by the Manda kings *
N. Butt thinks that this Surasena could be a son of Kalasoka (N. Butt, 
Early Monastic Buddhism, 1945 5 P* 25)*
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other than those for which the Vaikali Council was convened, 
and place the date of its occurence ahout a generation after 
the time of the Vaisali Council, i.e. about 140 tyears after the 
parinibbana of the Buddha.
It is important at this point to examine those areas in 
which Mahasamghika influence was strongest in the years immediately 
following the sect1s appearance.
From all the sources dealing with the schism provoked by 
Mahadeva it appears that Mahasamghika doctrine first took hold in 
eastern India, especially in Magadha. Hofinger who tries to give 
a geographical explanation for the origin of Buddhist sects writes:
'Toutes les sources qui racontent la formation 
des sectes Bouddhiques la font commencer par le 
schisme des Mahasamghika et celui-ci ne signifie 
pas autre chose qufune certaine separation entre 
l’Est, ou demeuraient les Ijjlahasamghika, et l’Ouest, 
sejour des autres groupes1.
Hofinger1s opinion is supported by the fact that adherents of the
Sthaviravada and its sub-sects appear to have lived mainly in
western and north-western India while those of the Mahasamghika
and its sub-sects predominated in the East (near Pataliputra) and,
1. M. Hofinger, op.cit, p. 184*
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1
subsequently,in the southern regions (Krsna-Guntur area) • Only two
inscriptional references to the Mahasamghikas have been found in the
north-west India. These references are contained in two inscriptions-
2
The Mathura Lion Capital Inscription and the inscription engraved
3
on a vas1© discovered in the district of Wardak. On the otherhand
there are 1$ references to the Mahasamghika sect and its subjects
in the inscriptions of the northern Deccan during the Satavahana 
4
period.
Two cave inscriptions at Karle prove the presence of the 
Mahasamghikas in the western Deccan. One of these mentions the gift 
by (G-otamiputa Siri Satakani?) of a village named Karajalca to the 
monks of the Mahasamghika sect; the other, belonging to the reign of
Sri Pulumavi, records the gift by a devotee of a nine-celled hall to
6
the monks of the same sect. These inscriptions prove that there was
Mi.ij~iif ini« nitinini*n i f nnnn»nnfniH->.r.iigni.*inn.m frTn>rir>r.iin>*rm r ni. ' i in m m ^ T if i fr i f  n ifn m iii■! i ml'mrt—rm ■ —trfrrTr nnrnr Tir  - f f  n i m m  iiimriwTi ■m-»*n-MmriTrnri v r - f r r-r^-«iir rriiw i«nTnn*imir itim  w inw.  ■<!"■< u.ifn w  ..
1• Having collected all the references contained in inscriptions
Lamotte has prepared a list showing the geographical distribution
of the Buddhist sects in India, (see. E. Lamotte, Histoire du 
Bouddhisme Indien des Origines k I’ere Saka, 19£>7, PP • 578*581)•
2. El, IX, 1907-8, pp. 139-146.
3. El, XI, 1911-12, pp. 202 ff.
4* See table given (in p . z S b
5- El, 1902-3, pp. 64 ff, no. 19.
6 . Ibid, pp. 71-72, no. 20.
a Mahasamghika centre at Karle during the reign of G-otamiputa 
Siri Satakani and his successoi* Vasithiputa Siri Pulumavi (first 
half of the second century A.D*)*With reference to the Mahasamghika 
centre at ICarle, N. Butt writes:
'Though the Mahasamghikas did not receive much 
attention from the Buddhist writers and donors, 
the Karle caves show that the school commanded a 
great popularity in that part of the Bombay 
Presidency(this area is in the present Maharashtra 
state) where the caves exist; for otherwise the cave 
temples could not have been so richly decorated with 
such fine specimens of sculptural and architectural 
beauty by a series of donors through centuries anxious 
to express their religious devotion and zeal in the  ^
best way that their resources could command'•
There is no specific reference to the Mahasamghika sect in the
inscriptions of the eastern part of the northern Deccan* The terms
'Hamghi* and 'Ayira-haghana* are mentioned in two inscriptions at
2
Amaravati and Magarjunakonda* N* Butt thinks that 'Hamghi* and
3
'Ayira-hagana* may refer to the Mahasamghika sect. This identification 
has not, however, been well established*
1 . N* Dutt, Early History of the Spread of Buddhism and Buddhist 
Schools, 1925s PP• 242»243*fcmlinii iMfi. 1* T H r i f iM  *  *  1 '
2. ASSI, I, 1887, p. 105} El, XX, 1933, PP- 17 ff
3• N. Dutt, 'Notes on Nagarjunakonda Inscriptions', IHQ, VII, 1931,
pp. 633-653.
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The two inscriptions at Karle referring to the
Mahasamghikas should he dated to the first half of the second 
1
century A.D. The precise time when the Mahasamghikas first 
appeared in this part of India is not definitely known.
The Mahasamghika sub-sects•
irwil M f iiiiiffiiniffnmnnm.i n  m  ii.i ■ni'^ini r~ f ml n I 1 n if ' i " '  — n ,
After the initial schism in the Sa,mgha there followed 
further sub divisions • There are two independent traditions 
relating to these subdivisions, one preserved in the Ceylonese
2 . 3
accounts, i.e. the chronicles of Ceylon, the Kathavatthuppakarana
4
and the Hikaya Samgrahaya and the other in the treatises of
5 " A  6Yasumitra, Bhavya and Vinitadeva. Though there are slight 
differences in the order of succession of sects, these two 
traditions agree substantially. They show that during the period 
following the birth of the Mahasamghikas new subdivisions came into
I • Chapter II, pjp*&7-7'7.
2* Ihe Bipavamsa, edited by H. Oldenberg, 1879* V', 30-54 >
The Mahavamsa, edited by W.Gieger, 1908, V, 1—13•
r i r  ■ n  in -vr—r - — u r i w  *  m t m  '  w  ^  *
3* Kathavatthuppakarana, edited by J.P. Minayeff, JPTS, 1889*
    A ln» ' V  *  *
4* Kikaya Samgrahaya. edited by Wiclcramasimghe, 1890.
* r.arn. ipi/jiun. i— 1 m  m  B u r n mniii i« m V * ti *  *
5* J. Masuda, ’Origin and doctrines of early Indian Buddhist schools’ 
Asia Major II, 1925* PP• 1-78.
6• W .W. Rockhill, The life of the Buddha, 1907 * PP • 182-196.
being, with the result that as many as eighteen sects 
(or more) appeared out of the original two groups, i.e. 
the Sthaviravada and the Mahasamghikas•
There is evidence for the presence of a number of these 
subsequent sub-sects in the references to them in the 
inscriptions of this area. Many of these sub-sects appear to be 
unique to this area, there being little evidence of their presence
in other regions of India. Hence their particular importance.
Caitfya or C ait ilea sect •
Vasurnitra gives the following account of the appearance 
of the Caitlya or Caitika sect;
'Towards the close of the second century 
(after the parinibbana of the Buddha) 
there was a heretic priest who returned to 
the right (doctrine) disca,rding his heretical 
(views). He, too, was called Mahadeva.
Becoming a monk and receiving his full ordination
in the Mahasamghika, Order, he was learned and
diligent. He dwelt on the Caitya hill and discussed 
again in detail with the priests of his school the 
five points propounded by the first Mahadeva, 
whereupon on account of dissensions the Samgha 
(whioh belonged to the Mahasamghikas) was spilt up 
into three schools, i.e. the Caityasaila, the  ^
Aparasaila and, the Uttarasaila* •
1# 1. {v\&su.<La. , Asia Ma.jor II, op. cit., p. 15
According to Paramartha, the commentator on
Vasurnitra, this (second) Mahadeva, who was excommunicated by
the Mahasamghikas for sowing trouble and for false ordination,
took shelter in the mountains together with his followers# These
followers of Mahadeva later split into Caityasailas and 
1
Uttaras alias. Vasurnitra’s work was written about four centuries 
after the events which it describes; hence its reliability is not 
beyond doubt. The exact location during the sub-sects early 
years cannot be ascertained from the available evidence. It can 
only be hazarded that they may first have appeared in the northern 
Deccan. The absence of evidence for their influence in other parts 
of India and the fact that there is concrete evidence of their 
presence in the northern Deccan at the beginning of the Christian 
era suggests this tentative conclusion.
The presence of the Caitiyas at Junnar, Nasik, and 
Amaravati is attested by inscriptional references. Two 
inscriptions at Junnar and Nasik make reference to Caitiyas.
2
The former refers to a monk who belonged to the Caitiya sect
1 . Demieville, L'Origine des Sects Bouddhiques d’apres
Paramartha, 1932, pp* 22, 51 and 52.
2. ASYfl, IV, 1883, p. 95, no. 17.
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while the latter records the gift of a cave by a person named
1
Mugudasa, a member of the lay community of the Gaitikas
(Caitiyas)• This inscription shows that laymen followed the
members of the Samgha in identifying themselves with particular
sects • Some slab inscriptions at Amaravati (Andhra area) contain
2 _ 3 4
the terms, Getika, Cetiklya, and Caityavadakaf These appear
to be variants of a single form, i.e. Caitiya or Caitika alluded
5
to in the literary sources.
The Amaravati inscription of the time of Vasithiputa Siri 
Pulumavi suggests that the mahathupa (the Great Stupa) at 
Amaravati belonged to the Caitiya sect. If this was the case, it 
shows not only that the Caitiyas were present in this area but also 
that they were flourishing, if we are to judge by the immensity and 
richness of sculptural decorations of the Amaravati stupa.
1. El, VIII, 1905-6, p. 77, no. 9*
2. Luder1 s hist, no. 1250.
3* ASS I, I, 1887, p. 100.
4* Ibidj p . 101 .
5. A complete list of all the sources which shed light on the 
formation of different Buddhist sects is given in a separate 
appendixbV>.
The Aparasaila and the Purvasaila sects.
The presence of the Purvasailas and of the AparaAailas,
two later sub-sects of the Mahasamghikas, is also evident from
inscriptional data. The Dharanikota Dharmacakra Pillar
Inscription records the erection of a pillar, surmounted by a
dharmacakra, at the eastern gate of the Mahavihara at Dhanakataka
1
(Dhanyakataka) which belonged to the Purvasailas. The Alluru
inscription mentions a gift by an officer, his wife, son and
2
daughter-in-law to the monks of the Purvasailas. The presence of
the Aparasailas has been established at Kanheri also by M*J. Dikshit,
according to whom a reference to the Aparasailas is found in an
3
inscription discovered at Kanheri.
4 5
The Sariputrapariprcohasutr a and Vasurnitra1s account group
these two sects along with the Caityasailas• According to Vasurnitra
6 7
*111 (/
and his commentators K'oueildL and Paramartha, the Purvasailas
1 . El, XXIV, 1937-38, p. 256.
2. R. Shamasastri, Galcutta fte view, XVI, 1925* P* 48* According to 
Shamasastri this inscription may be paleographcally assigned to the 
second century A.D.
3* M.J. Dikshit, *A new Buddhist sect in Kanheri1,IHQ, 18, 1942, pp• 60-63*
4* Edition of Taisho Issaikyo, 14^5* p* 900.
5. J. Masuda, op.cit, .
6 . Y. Oyama, pou tsong louen louen chou ki fa jen, 1891, K ouei-ldL,I,p*45•
7* Demieville, IPOrigine des Sects Bouddhiques d*apres Paramartha,
I, 1932, pp. 22, 51 *
appeared at the beginning of the third century after the 
parinibbana of the Buddha.
it*nri Hi *  i m u m Jwiiw n lniilini.
As in the case of the Caitiyas, the presence 
of the Purvasailas and the Aparasailas is not evident from 
inscriptions in north India. On the contrary, all the available 
evidence seems to suggest that these two sub-sects of the 
Mahasamghikas probably originated in the Deccan, where they 
remained. Some light in this connexion is thrown by the
J
Kathavatthuppalcarana-Atthakatha of Buddhaghosa*
■M M Trwuf.rmmmt'wn.tr-wrTnri.i.riiPn^i»iiryii#Tiii»wnnnnmi^—in»wi ft #  f* w — h i     >  ^
The Kathavatthuppakarana-Atthakatha collectively names
the Purvasaila, Aparasaila, Hajagiriya and the Sidclharthikas as
the ’Andhakas1, which appears to be a generic name for the foregoing
sects of the Andhra country, and it attributes 12 theses in common 
2
to them. Some of these theses attributed to Andhakas1 by
3
Buddhaghosa belong equally to their mother-sect, the Caitiya.
Thus it would appear that just as the Caitiyas followed the
The supposition 
Mahasamghikas, the Andhakas followed the Caitiyas^tBaat these
sects followed each other chronologicallysupported' by' the • survival
1• Kathavatthuppakarana-Atthakatha, edited by Minayeff, JPTS, 1888-9*
P • 72 .
2 • Ibid.
3. Bareau, op.cit, p. 89*
of two of the four Andhaka sects to Hiuan Tsang*s time* Buddhaghosa
1
in his Samantapasadika a commentary on the Sthaviravada Yinaya 
Pit aka«« moreover, refers to the Andhakatthakatha, and alludes to
I M a e t s a *  ft n n n M n )  *  *B.*itfrs8*J»wu*iaas»fc»HW*wHi W  f  m w i i n . p  n i*w i * ■  m w a  *
certain expositions of the vinaya which were based on conditions
tha*>prevailing in the Andhra country, and were therefore not of
2
general application. This suggests that the term 'Andhaka1 
signified the group of sects which was predominant in the Andhra 
area during the time of the v/ritings of Buddhaghosa.
Although the name *Andhra* hasx/ since 1956 been that of a
state in eastern Deccan, there is evidence for its association with parts
of the present Andhra Pradesh for several centftries. Concrete evidence
showing that the Krsna-Guntur area was known by the term *amdhapata*
(Andhrapatha) is furnished by the Mayidavolu inscription of the
Pallava prince Sivaskandlmvarman, assignable to about the second half
of the fourth century A.D. This inscription contains an order
addressed to a local officer stationed at Dhanakada(Dhanyakataka)
3
regarding the grant of a village in Amdhapata* On the evidence of 
this inscription it can be asserted that the Krsna-Guntur region 
has been known as Andhra at least from the second half of the fourth
1. Samantapasadika, edited by J. Takakusu, PTS, 1-7, 1924-1947*
i iii^w im  i r  uiTi  .....   <im am —  n mm im pm * *
2- S M ,  PP- 646, 647, 697, 970, 1055, 1069.
3 . E. Hultzsch. EX. VI, 1900-1, pp. 84-87.
century A.D. Thus, the evidence showing that the Purvasailas
and Aparasailas had established themselves in the Krsna-Guntur * * « *
area, Buddhaghosa's reference to them by the common name 
'Andhaka' , and the fact that there is evidence to show that 
the Krsna-Guntur area was known by the name 'Andhra' from a 
very early time - all suggest that the 'Andhakas' of 
Buddhaghosa were those sects which flourished in the Andhra 
area during the time of Buddhaghosa.
We have noticed at the beginning of this chapter that
between the first and the second centuries after the parinibbana
of the Buddha his followers were divided into two main groups -
-  - )
the Sthaviravada and the Mahashmgha. Although during the first
centuries of the Christian era the followers of the Ivlahasamgha
and its sub-sects were predominant in the northern Deccan, there
is also evidence for the presence in that region of some
Sthaviravadin sub-sects. It is also significant that members of
the Mahasamghika and the Sthaviravadin sects frequently lived
side by side within the same monastery, as is evident from
inscriptions attesting the presence of both. The caves of Karle, 
and
Nasik, Kanheri ,^Junnar, provide examples in this regard.
It is clear that there was no real hostility between the 
followers of the different sects who often lived in perfect 
harmony under the same roof, a fact which Hiuan Tsang mentions v 
repeatedly.
The Bhadrayaniyas 0r ,
The presence at Nasik and Kanheri of the Bhadrayaniyas
is proved by inscriptional evidence. Gotaml Balasiri,the mother
of Gotamiputa Siri Satakani granted them a cave on the Trirasmi 
1 * 
mountain. Her grandson Vasithiputa Siri Pulumavi granted them
the village of Pisajipadaka to the south-west of the Trirasmi
mountain and also the village of Samalipada, in exchange for the
village Sudasana (Sudarisana) which had been donated on an earlier 
2
occasion. The inscriptions at Kanheri record the donation of a
cave and a water cistern and the building of a caityaj in both
3
instances the donees being Bhadrayaniyas.
The Bhadrayaniyas v/ere affiliated to the Sthaviravada
4
group of sects, as is attested by all the sources. On the 
evidence of accounts from north-west India, it is generally
1. El, VIII, 1905-6, pp.*60 ff, no,2,
2. Ibid.
3. ASWI, V, 1883, p. 89, no. 2?, and p. 75 f, no.4 .
4 . See appendix
accepted by scholars that this sect made its appearance about two
1
and a half centuries after the Buddha's parinlbbana.
The inscriptions at Nasik and Ka^eri establish
beyongf doubt that the Bhadrayaniyas, too, occupied an important
place in the Samgha of the northern Deccan* According to the
evidence available we can conclude that they were present in the
Maharashtra region after the reign of G-otamiputa Siri Satakani*
Bareau thinks that Mahagiri, where, the Bhadrayaniyas lived
according to the tradition of the Sammitiyas as related by
2
Bhavya, may have been situated in the Deccan# However this 
identification is not conclusive. The absence of evidence for the 
presence of the Bhadrayaniyas in any region other than the Deccan 
suggests that the latttfcr area was an important Bhadrayaniya 
centre, if not the most important one, during the period under 
consideration#
The Dharmottariyas
The presence of the Dharmottariyas at jgarle, Sopara, and 
Junnar can be inferred from inscriptional information# The 
inscriptions at Karle which record gifts of pillars by a bha%aka 
(reciting monk) of the Dharmottariyas from Soparaka (Surparaka)
1 * Bareau, op .cit, p# 128.
2. Ibid.
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1
indicate the sects presence at Sopara as well as at Karle, while 
an inscription at Junnar recording the dedication by a lay devotee 
of a cave, a cistern and a nunnery to the Dhammuttariyas
2
(Dharmottariyas) attest their existence in the latter area*
According to all the sources on the Buddhist sects, the
Bharmottariya was the first sub-sect to break away from the
Vatsiputriyas (Yajjiputtakas)* According to the sources of the
north-west India they appeared two and a half centuries after
P&rinibbana of the Buddha* According to Bhavya they resided
3
on the Mahagiri mountains along with the Bhadrayaniyas. If Bareau1 s
L \-
identifioation of Mahagiri with the Western Ghats of northern 
Maharastra is acceptable, this part of the northern Deccan can be 
said to have played a very important role during the Satavahana
period, having a number of monasteries in which dwelt ;raonks~of
Sthaviravada and. odJ the Mahasamghika sect*
1* hi, VII, 1902, p. 5 4, no.8 , p. 55, no.9.
2. ASWI, IV, 1883, p. 95, no. 17-
3. W.W. Hockhill, The Life of the .Buddha, 1907, PP • 182-196.
*  ■ « m T  tlttTTinruTrM—inliiH ' iiw ib ■i jiwirnff >Hn ■ *  <  «U i
4* Bareau, op.cit, p. 121.
We have shown that only eight out of the many
Sthaviravada and Mahasamghika sub-sects given in the
traditional lists were present in the Deccan during the
Satavahana period# These sub-sects were the Mahasamghikas,
Caitiya or Caitikas, Purvasailas, Aparasailas, Rajagiriyas,
Siddharthikas, Bhadrayaniyas, and the Dharmottariyas.
The majority of these sects belong to the Mahasagighika
group. The number of references in inscriptions in this
area to the respective groups of sub-sects also, confirms
such a supposition. Out of 29 references to sects in
seven Buddhist centres in this area \$> are to the
Mahasamghikas.. and its sub-sects as againstoltei&vo' references
to subsects which were mainly affiliited with the 
1
Sthaviravadins. Thus we may conclude that the Mahasamghika 
sect and its subdivisions occupied a significant position 
in the Deccan during this period.
CHAPTER V
THE MONKS AND MONASTERIES
The main sources of information for the study of
the Buddhist organisation in the northern Deccan during the
Satavahana period consist of the remains of the monasteries
themselves, and the numerous votive inscriptions which shed
valuable light on the character of the monastic communities*
Some of thesis monasteries, such as the cave monasteries of the
western Deccan, are still intact, while the sites of others
discovered and excavated by the Archaeological Survey of India
give a fair picture of the type of monastery which existed
during this period* The inscriptions give details of the donors,
donees, the nature and purpose of donations etc* thus throwing
light on the construction and maintenance of the monasteries, the
life of the monks and the role of Buddhist laymen under the
monastic system*
The monasteries served a dual purpose, providing, on
the one hand, a quiet residence for the monks for study and
meditation and, on the other, a place where they could be easily
accessible to their lay followers* They are, therefore, generally
ov
to be found outside villages on the outskirts of towns* A 
monastery, as a rule, consisted of a residence for monks, a oaitya
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or a place of worship, where a cult object was kept, and one or 
more stupas.
A
The Situation of monasteries.
As shown in chapter IX examples of monasteries of the 
Satavahana period to which dates can be attributed are to be seen 
at Nasik, Karle, Junnar and j£anheri in present i'Hahara§^ ra state 
and at Ramatirthagi and Sankaraiji in the Andhra area* In the latter 
region, the remains of a number of stupas belonging to this period 
have been discovered at Amaravati, (kujivada,'CEiinna G-anjajji Pedda 
G-anjeup,Chejrala, Alluru, and Grhantasalaw The complete disappearance 
of the residential buildings of the monasteries which must have 
existed on these sites leads us to assume that they were built of 
perishable materials - sun-dried brick or wood*
The monasteries at Nasik are situated on an isolated hill
called in the inscriptions Trirasmi which is found about five miles
1
from the present Nasik town. Similarity, the monasteries at Junnar were
1 • Nasik is an ancient town, situated o$ both banks of the Godavari 
river. The earliest well^authenticated mention of Nasik is by 
Patanjali (Patahjali Mahabhasya. edited by Nandakishore Sastri, 
1938, 6, p. 585) a grammarian who lived in c. the middle of the 
second century B.G* According to him,^the town of *Nasikya* is 
referred to in the commentary of Katyayana^ to an aphorism of 
Panini. It may suffice here to note that Nasik existed as a town 
for nearly 2000 years. This pre-eminent position it held, probably 
because it lies on the route between Central India and the West 
coast.
1
excavated from the hills surrounding the present town of Junnar.
We do not know anything about the state of Karle or Kapheri during 
the early centuries of the Christian era. It can only he assumed 
that prosperous villages or towns existed at these places and were 
connected by trade routes to the important ports and markets of the 
time. The Buddhist monasteries marked by the ruins at Karle and 
Kanheri were probably situated in the vicinity of such prosperous 
areas.
The geographical position of the archaeological remains of
Buddhist monasteries in the .Andhra area, too, suggests that they were
situated along the trade routes of the time. According to G. Jouveau
Dubreuil, these Buddhist sites were situated along five trade I’outes
2
which converged at the town of Vengi.
1. It is possible that Junnar like Nasik occupies the site of an 
ancient town. However, there is no definite evidence in this connexion.
2. See Jouveau Debreuil’s introduction to Buddhist Remains in Andhra 
by K.K. Subramanian, pp. V-VIII, and map. Dubreuil has grouped the 
Buddhist monasteries of the Andhra area along five lines:
1. On the road to Kalinga: Vengi, Arugolanu, Pithapuram,
Kodavalli, Anakapalli, Sankaram, Dharapalem, Hamat i rt ham, <k *X 
Salihundam.
2. On the road to the South: Gudiva4a, Ghant&sal&'^
Bha-fc*fciprolu, Buddhahani, <&inna and Pedda Can jam and 
Kanuparti.
3. On the road to Karnatic: Besvada, Peddamaddur, Amaravati, 
Gar£ikapadu, Goli and Nagar junako$4a •
A* On the road to Maharafjfcra: Alluru, Eamare^^ipalli and 
Jaggayyapeta.
3. At the beginning of the road to Kosala: Guntupally.
Thus it is reasonable to assume that these Buddhist
sites were accessible from different parts of the Andhra region.
This is also supported by the references, in epigraphic sources
of the early Christian era, to persons of different regions
visiting monasteries, or making gifts to them. Thus, among
the donors at the mahaoetiya (Great oait.ya) at ‘Amaravati, there
are names of individuals coming from Pa'fcaliputra, Kantakasaila,
*1
Kuijura, Kavrura, Vijayapura, Dhanagiri, Nekhavana etc. Of these 
names, Ku$ura, Ka^akasaila, and Vijayapura may be identified 
respectively with the modern village of Gu<Juru, in the K£§pa 
district, with GSiaptksala'^ and with a part or the whole of the 
Nagarjunakoptja valley.
These monasteries seem to have been constructed over long 
periods of time. As far as the rock-cut caves of the western 
Deccan are concerned, it is clear that sections of the monasteries 
were excavated at different points in time. This may be due to 
the fact that the original caves had to be extended as the number 
of monies living in the monasteries increased. Thus, there are 27 
caves at Nasik, more than 130 caves at Junnar and 86 caves at 
fepheri, many of which appear to have been excavated at different
1. C. Sivaramamurti, op.cit.» pp. 276, 280, 297? 300, 301.
times. From the present ruined state of the caves at Karle, one 
cannot, however, ascertain their full number. But, judging by the 
magnificent caitya there may well have been a large number of 
viharas, though no trace of-flfee survives today. If the extent of 
monastic remains is apy indication of the relative importance of the 
monasteries of the Satavahana period, then it is clear that the area 
of Junnar far surpassed all others in importance as a centre of 
Buddhism in the northern Beccan. The Buddhist monasteries at Kanheri 
seem to have been second in importance, the number of cave 
excavations being 86. But, if size and elegance of style are taken 
into account then the caves at Nasik and the cait.ya at Karle 
appear superior to all other remains.
This relative superiority of size and style of the Nasik and 
Karle monasteries may also have reflected the economic prosperity 
of the region and a general change of emphasis in monastic life.
The simple and functional dwelling places protecting the monies from 
the inclemencies of the weather of the early sites, appear- to <have been 
gradually replaced by more elaborate and magnificent structures.
In the .Andhra region no examples of monasteries belonging 
to this period have survived intact. Some sites of monasteries 
retain only the remains of stupas. With the exception of the group
of caves at G-untupally which are fairly well preserved and prohally
1
belong to the Satavahanarpaiiqd, there are only two other rock™cut
monasteries whioh can be dated with any certainty to our period®
2 3
These two are at Ramatirtham and Sankaram (Sangharama) » At
the former place, remains of a stupa, five caityas and ruins of
viharas have been discovered, while a large number of rock-cut
stupas, viharas, and brick caityas have been found at the latter.
However, the remains of the monasteries at Nagarjunakopcja, which
belong to the time of the Hc§vakus, the immediate successors
of the Satavahanas in the Andhra area, give a clear picture of
the constructional type of monasteries of the Andhra area.
Each monastic establishment at Nagarjunakoptja contained a vihara
A
or a monastery proper, a caityas and a stupa.
B
Donors and. donations.
Theses monasteries were excavated or constructed by a 
is
variety of donors a^/s&own by the evidence from inscriptions. The 
donors consisted of rulers and members of the royal family, nobles,
 ^• See supra, p|\Ui-Vr\.
2. ARASI, 1910-H^p, 78 ff.
3, IRAS I, 1907-8, pp. 1A9“80.
A. A.H. Longhurst, 1 The Buddhist Antiquities of Nagarjunakoptja1, 
M S I 3 1938, no, 5A? PP* 1-67,
149
merchants, corporate bodies, ordinary men and women, and
members of the Samgha. The following table prepared from
the inscriptional data of those monuments which can be
dated to the period gives a general picture of the donors
and donations. A fuller analysis of these donations is
.1
given in a separate appendix.
Table showing the category of donors and their
donations (towards the construction of monasteries)
in the northern Deccan.
Categox'y of donors Total number of 
donations
Satavahana kings 4 »
Members of the 
Satavahana royal 
family and officers
s
Saka rulers, members 
of their family, and 
Saka officers
5
Corporate bodies 1
Merchants 13
Laymen and Laywomen 2 7
Members of the Samgha 11 TOTAL 6g
1. See e*\A v* W  J ^ o - 23^ *
It would be interesting to analyse the position 
of these donors and the nature of their donations. The 
Satavahana kings do not seem to have directly participated 
in the construction of even a single cave monastery. Members 
of the royal family are however been' mentioned in inscriptions.
The members of the Satavahana royal family and the Satavahana 
nobles gave their patronage to the excavation of four viharas, 
one caitya, and a stambha or a pillar. U§vadatta, the son-in-law 
of the Kgaharata K§atrapa ruler Nahapana, provided for the 
excavation of one vihara while the members of his family and the 
Saka officers donated a cave, a pillar and a hall to the monast^y#
The largest contribution towards the excavation of 
viharas and caityas came from the merchant class, ordinary men and 
women and from members of the Saipgha itself.
Monasteries grew organically. From modest beginnings they
expanded to meet the needs of a growing population of monks and
as resources-both financial and of material and labour - became
1
available. Donations were made in cash, in materials for
construction and in the form of support for the craftsmen engaged
in the work. Labour may have been supplied by the devout laymen 
in place of gifts in cash or kind*
1. It is reasonable to assume that where a gift consists of a 
pillar, a door or part of a railing etc. the gift took the 
form of cash for the purchase or construction of the item 
rather than of the item itself.
cglan' and,layout of. monasteries
Monasteries appear to have "been constructed according 
to a standard design. Each monastery consisted of viharas, 
oaityas and stupas. Each vihara comprised a rectangular 
central hall, entered through a doorway, which opened out 
onto a veranda. Surrounding the central hall were cells 
opening into it; these supplied the monies living quarters.
The cait.yas were large vaulted halls, with an apse at one end 
containing a stupa approached down the nave of the hall, which 
was separated longitudinally by two colonnades from flanking 
aisles. In some monasteries larger stupas were erected in the 
open air and stood in courtyards alongside the viharas.
Of the numerous rock-cut caves, the majority are 
viharas. However, the presence of at least one caitya in each 
group of caves shows that the latter occupied an essential place 
in a monastery. The original plan of these monasteries seems 
to have been for a few viharas to be situated close to a caitya, 
but, as the number of monks Increased, more living accommodation 
was required and viharas were constructed further afield. This 
observation is supported by the dispersed nature of construction 
in the arrangement of viharas, and the oaityas.
n z
r-fypical examples of a vihara and a caitya are the 
Nasik vihara no. III and the ICarle caitya.
The Nasik vihara no. III is a large cave excavation.
Its central hall which is entered from a pillared veranda, is 
46 feet long and 41 feet wide and has a bench along three of 
its sides. There are 20 cells around the main hall, 18 of which 
are entered from the inside of the hall and two from the veranda. 
Most of these cells have beds hewn out of stone. The dimensions 
and the number of cells of the other viharas vary* However, 
the basic plan of viharas, i,e. a main hall surrounded by cells, 
can be observed in all the vihara caves.
The ICarle caitya is the most impressive of all the oaityas 
in this area. It is 124 feet long, 46 feet wide and 45 feet high, 
Fifteen pillars on each side separate the nave from the aisles.
The roof is semi-circular in shape and is ornamented with a series 
of ribs. In the apse is placed a stupa which is hewn out of rock. 
The entrance of the caitya consists of three doorways under a 
gallery, one leading tia the centre and one to each of the side 
aisles# Over the galleiy, the whole end of the hall is open, 
forming one great window, through which light is admitted. This
great window is in the shape of a horse-shoe, and exactly 
resembles those, used as ornaments, on the faqade of this 
cave as well as on those of Nasik, Junnar, Ka^heri etc. The 
basic features of the Karle caitya are to be seen in all the 
other examples of oaityas of this area and period.
Stupas,both those in oaityas and those standing in the 
open>occupied a very important place in the monasteries of the 
Andhra area. The remains of the stupas at Bhattlpp^olu,
. Araaravat i, Gu<Jivada, (Mnna Gan jam, Pedda Gan jam, Nagar junako^a 
etc. show that more attention was given to constructing larger 
stupas in the Andhra area.
The chief function of the stupas was that of enshrining 
the relics of the Buddha or of Buddhist saints, which were 
placed in a reliquary and deposited in a stone coffer, over 
which the stupa was built. Some stupas, however, contained no 
relics but merely commemorated important events in the life of 
the Buddha. When it contained relics, the shrine was called a 
dhatugarbha (relic chamber) and most stupas were erected over 
relics.
The stupas of the Andhra area were built of large bricks 
(of about twenty inches by ten inches by three inches) laid in
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mud mortar. When complete, they were covered with plaster 
from top to bottom and most of the exterior decoration was 
executed in that material® The dome rested on a drum or 
circular platform from three to five feet in height, according 
to the size of the stupa® At the cardinal points, a rectangular 
platform of the same height as the drum, projected outwards; it 
probably served as an altar or table for the floral offerings 
presented to the shrine by the worshippers. This appears to be 
a very important and characteristic feature of the Andhra 
stupas and is unknown in north India.
An inscription at Amaravati refers to the(se) pillars,
1  „
placed on the projections as ayaka Ichambha (ayaka st£ambha ?).
Several inscriptions at Nagarjunako;g4a also mention the
Erection of ayaka khambhas. Though not identical,t|[y2similar
structure of the Abhayagiri stupa in Ceylon has been referred
to as ayaka (ayaka) in a third century A.D* inscription found 
2
there •
The term ayaka i.e. aryaka denotes any one (or thing)
3
honourable, noble or respectful. This meaning of the term
1. ASSI, 1887, p. 110.
2. EZ, 190A, p. 253.
3* M. Monier Williams, SEP, 1899, p. 152.
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indica.tes that the projection where pillars were placed was a
place for honour and veneration, The implication of the number
of pillars on each projection is, however, not clear. Longhurst
suggests that they represent the five great incidents (nativity,
renunciation, enlightenment, turning of the wheel and great
demise) of the life of the Buddha. This explanation is not
altogether unlikely as the bases of the projecting structures
have been noticed to bear panels illustrating one or the other
2
of the great events of the life of the Buddha.
The larger stupas were encircled by railings with gateways. 
These railings were of carved wood and they stood on brick foundations 
The purpose of the railing was to enclose the processional path 
which encircled the base of the stupa. In important stupas, such as 
that of Amaravati, the path was usually p&ved with stone and within 
railed enclosure a number of small shrines and images were kept.
I)
Maintenance of monasteries. Inscriptions also contain information 
which helps us understand how the monasteries were maintained.
They refer to donations of villages, fields, money etc. by kings, 
members of the royal family, nobles, merchants and individuals of
1. A.H. Longhurst, MASI, 1937-38*-©^ , p. 16,
2. Ibid, p. 12|..
all ranks in society to the monies living in monasteries.
An inscription at Nasik records that Ugavadata (Ugavadatta)
donated a field for the supply of food for the monks living in
1
one of the caves at Nasik. Another inscription at Nasik records
aril endowment of money to the monks of a monastery at Nasik by 
2
Ugavadata. According to the latter inscription the money was 
given in older to meet the expenditure for c3.othes of monks 
living in the monastery concerned.
An inscription at Karle mentions that Ugavadata granted 
the village of Karajj&ka to the monks living in one of the cave 
viharas at Karle.
m p^i ■ in i an
Several inscriptions at Nasik show that fields, Isdncb - - * ■ 
and villages were donated to monasteries at Nasik during and after 
the reign of Gotamiputa Siri Sataka$i« Thus, an inscription at 
Nasik records the gift of the village of Pisajipadaka by the 
grandson of Get ami Balasiri for the embellishment of the cave 
which was constructed earlier for the monks living on the Trirasmi 
mountain. Another inscription at Nasik of Vasifchiputa Siri Pujumavi
1. El, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 78-795 no. 10.
2. El, VIII, 1905-6, p. 82, no. 12.
3o EX, VII, 1902-39 PP. 57 ff, no. 13.
A. El, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 60 ff, no. 2.
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mentions the gift of the village of Samalipada in the Govardhana
district at Nasik to the monks of the Bhadrayaniya sect dwelling
1
in the 1 Queen*s Cave'* This donation was effected in exchange
for the village of Sudarsana in the Govardhana district formerly
given to the same monks for repairs to the cave. An inscription
at Karle records an order by Vasrfchiputa Siri Pujumavi to an
officer regarding the gift of the village named Karajaka in the
2
Mamala district, to the monks living in the Karle caves.
Similarly, nobles and rich lay devotees also made grants
of land and money to the monks. Thus, an inscription at Karle
records the gift by maharathi (maharastrin) Somadeva of a village
3
to the monies of the Karle caves. The term maharathi seems to
denote a local ruler - a ruler of a rattha. (a territorial 
A
division).
Several inscriptions at Nasik supply information 
regarding donations to the monks by lay devotees. One of 
the^e records the gift by a person named Dharmanandin of a 
field, the income from which was to be used to provide robes
1. EX, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 65 ff, no.3*
2. ASWI, IV, 1883, pp. 112-3, no.20.
3. El, VII, 1902-3, pp. 61 ff. no.
A* Sircar, Indian Epigraph!cal Glossary. 1966, p. 186.
1
for the monks living in a cave at Nasik. Another records an
endowment of money by a female lay devotee named Vi§pudatta to
2
the monies living in the monastery on the Trirasmi mountain.
An inscriotion at Kanheri, dated in the reign of
Gotamiputa Siri Yajna Sataka^i records the gift of a cave
and an endowment of money and a field by a lay devotee, named 
3
Apare$u, while another records an endowment of a field for
li­
the support of a monk and repairs of a mandapa or a pavilion.
These records show that donations were made for the 
general suppo.r*t of the monks, for the planting of trees or for 
repairs and additions to the monasteries themselves. The 
inscriptions of the Satavahana kings mentioning donations of
iUat
villages specifically state these villages should not be entered
A
by royal troops, molested by government officials, or interfered
5
with by the district police. This implies that the villages 
concerned were given to the monks as unhindered and perpeGUal- 
means of support.
1. El, VIII, 1905-6, p.77, no.9.
2. El, VIII, 1905-6, p.88, no.15.
3. ASWI, V, 1883, pp.79 ff, no.15.
4-. Ibid. pp. 81 ff, no.18.
It seems reasonable to suggest that the grants made to 
the monks consisted of the right to the states, share in the 
produce of the soil, for while the monks are assured of 
non-interference by state officials there is no suggestion 
that the monks themselves were given the right to interfere 
with or displace the cultivators and occupants of the villages 
granted.
Donations of money were often entrusted to guilds, as
1
we gather from the information of the inscriptions. An.
inscription at Nasik mentioning an endowment of money for the
community of monks at the vihara on the Trirasmi mountain by the
lay devotee Vi$pudatta, records that the money was invested with
2
three sregis (guilds). Similarly, two inscription in the Junnar
cave refer to guilds, one with reference to a donor who was a
3
member of a srejjd, and the other apparently mentioning an 
endowment of money deposited with two ^re%is. It may be presumed,
on the basis of the testimony of the inscriptions, that during this
period donors frequently deposited money with trade guilds and that 
the interest from these endowments was used to support meritorious 
acts. We can suggest that the donors* deposits were used by the
1. El, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 82 ff. no.12.
2. lb id 9 pp. 88 ff, no .15.
3. ASWI, IV, 1883, p. 96, no.2k.
Ibid. p. 97, no.27.
members of the sre&ls in their own concerns and that they 
provided for the needs of the monies from the proceeds.
Two records from the western Deccan indicate that
the details of endowments were proclaimed and registered in
1
the nigama~3abha or the city council or assembly. It was 
probably the duty of this body to look after the proper 
execution of trusts and endowments. If this explanation 
is acceptable, it would follow that, if the guilds failed to 
perform the duties entrusted to them, the city council saw to 
the execution of the trust concerned.
The vast number of inscriptions at Amaravati in the
Andhra area also show that monastic buildings were constructed
and maintained by lay Buddhist devotees. They refer to donations
of carved slabs, coping-stones (unisa), foot-prints (patuka),
2
rail-bars (suci) etc. However, reference to donations of land 
and sources of income to the monasteries in this area are rare.
3
Such donations are referred to only by the Alluru inscription 
recording a gift by a mahatalavara (administrator of a city or
4
prefect of the city police) of land, cows, bullocks, and carts, 
men-servants, and women-servants. Nevertheless, it is unlikely
1. El, VII, 1902-3, pp. 82, 88.
20 See Appendix4V,
3a Annual Report on South Indian Epigraphy9 1923-24, p. 97, no. 331 
of Appendix c; Calcutta Review, XVI, 1925, pp. 48 ff.
4. D.C. Sircar, Indian Epigraohical G-lossary. 1966, p. 333.
that the princely and other donors who contributed to the 
construction of great monasteries in this area would have left 
them without proper sujjport. The nature of this support is 
evident from the Alluru inscription and we may, therefore, 
suppose that the other monasteries were similarly maintained.
The needs of the monies were few, matching the austerity 
of the monastic buildings. Their day-to-day requirements for 
food and clothing were probably met from the gifts of laymen.
For the monasteries did not just house the monies, but provided 
centres to which came those seeking advice, education or 
religious instruction.
E
.Administration of monasteries.
The monasteries served both as places of residence for 
monies and as centres for the spread of Buddhism. Monks old and 
young, guests from other monasteries and novices attached to 
them for training generally resided in the monasteries.
The regular functioning of the monasteries demanded the 
maintenance of order and discipline among the inmates, the 
day-to-day supply of food, clothing and medicine, the instruction 
and disciplining of novices, and the provision to the lay public
of instruction and guidance.
The constitution of the Samgha was democratic, lacking 
a rigid hierachy of authority. The patimokkha, or code of 
rules, guided the conduct of all the members of the monastic 
community. All, with the exception of the novices, wefe 
considered equal, though it is likely that deference and respect 
were accorded to age, piety, wisdom and knowledge of the scriptures.
Two inscriptions from Amaravati and Nasik throw some light
1 2 
in. this connexion by referring to a mahathera and a mahasamiya.
The term thera implies age and seniority and the prefix maha may be
taken as *the chief*, in other words, *the most senior monk*.
Samiya appears to be a Prakrit form of svami meaning *lord* or
* master* and this term shows that there was a chief monk in at
least one of the monasteries at Nasik. However, we do not know the
exact duties and functions of either the mahathera or the
mahasamiya from the inscriptions which refer to them. It can only
be assumed that the senior monies known by the terms mahathera and
mahasamiya were elected to or given their position, in consideration
of their age, seniority and knowledge of the scriptures.
ASSI, I, 1887, p. 91, no. 35.
2. El, VIII, 1905-6, pp. 71 ff, no. zh.
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The constitution of the Buddhist Sajjgha enjoins a 
life of discipline and simplicity. The monies day-to-day 
necessities * food, clothes, and medicine - were given as 
alms by the lay devotees. These items may have been brought 
to the monastery by the lay devotees or given to the monies on 
their alms-rounds• The reference to a donation of a 
bhojanacatussala (a quadrangular dining-hall) in an inscription
at Kanheri shows that some monasteries had dining halls as a 
part of the monastery buildings. Most probably these dining 
halls were utilised for keeping and serving the food which was 
brought to the monastery either by the monks as alms or by lay 
devotees. We do not know whether there were office-bearers 
for the distribution of food in the monasteries of our area and
period as was customary in north Indian monasteries.
The supply of robes to the monies was the responsibility 
of the lay devotees. An inscription at Nasik records the gift
cave. Another inscription in the same locality mentions the
1. ASWI, 1883, V, pp. 80 ff, no. 16.
2. Buddhist literature refers to office-bearers who attended to 
the distribution of food among the members " 1
H. Oldenberg, PTS, 1880, pp. 176-177 in this connexion.
3. El, VIII, 1903-6, p. 90, no. 17.
1
2
of twelve to provide robes for the monk living in the
3
monasteries. Bhattuddesaka (superintendent
(meal ticket issuer) are such offices. See, Cullavagga, edited by
gift of a field "by a person named Dharmanandin (the income
from which was) to provide rohes for a monk: who was living
1
in one of the caves.
F
Training of novices.
The monasteries were not only the residences of monies 
hut also training centres for novices. According to the 
vinaya injunctions, novices were required to be dependent on 
a teacher for training. Such novices had to undergo training
for at least ten years and prove themselves eligible for
2
membership of the Saipgha before ordination. Thus the 
relationship between some members of the monasteries was that of 
teacher and pupil.
This teacher-pupil relationship of resident monies of
monasteries is attested by a number of donatory inscriptions
of this period. They mention thera, upajjhaya, and acarya
with reference to monk-donors who are mentioned in the
3
inscriptions as aiiitevasikas (antevasika) and sigyas. By the 
term thera an elder or a senior monk is denoted. The terms
1. El, VIII, 1905-6, p. 77? no.9*
Mahavagga I, edited by H. Olderiberg, PTS, 1879? 32, 1.
3. See Appendix4\J? -15k ^ 0\ •
upa.jjhaya (upadh#flj^ and acarya denote two types of teachers under
1
whom a novice monk had to learn the tripit aka. The term thera in
our inscriptions referring to teacher-monks may thus mean either
of the above types of teachers. There are also references to
2
upajjhayini (female-teacher) and aiirtevasini (girl-pu^il) • However, 
these references are comparatively few and suggest that the training 
of girl-pupils was limited.
Teaching and learning the Buddhist tripitaka may have been
the basis of studies in these monasteries. Reference to vinayadhara
3
and mahavinayadhara in some Amaravati inscriptions indicate that
some monies had specialised in the study of sections of the tripit aka
The references to the presence of vinayadharas suggest that there
may have been other monies who were competent in the other sections
of the trip it aka as well. Another reference which may be noted in
this connexion is to bhapakas or reciting monies. An inscription at
R
Karle refers to a donation by a bha^ iaka. As stated by Mikaram, 
bha$akas were the reciting monks who were entrusted with the
1 c See Cullavagga» edited by H. Oldenberg, VIII, 13-1A? P« 231.
2. See z %  ^.33 -
3. C. Sivaramamurti, BMG-M, IV, 1942* p. 289, no. 25 and p. 291, no
preservation of different sections of the tripitalca by
1
constant recitation. The reference to bhanakas in the 
Karle inscription probably indicates that there were bhanakas 
of all the sections of the tripitalca in the monasteries of 
this area who passed on their knowledge and tradition to the 
novices • Thus , the upadhyayas. aoaryas and bhapMcas were 
specialists in the teaching of different aspects of Buddhist 
lore.
&
Upkeep of monasteries.
Once the monasteries were constructed their upkeep, 
repair and extension required constant attention. One of 
the officers appointed to oversee this work was the navakammika.
The literal meaning of the term is 1 doing anew*. It indicates 
the nature and. duties of this office.
Several inscriptions from our area refer to navakammilcas.
Thus, two inscriptions at Amaravati mention a navakammikapadhana
2
and a mahanavakammilca. The suffix padhana (pradhana) and the 
prefix maha both meaning !chief* may indicate different grades 
in the post of navakammika. An inscription at Kanheri also
1. E.W. Adilcaram, Early History of Buddhism in Ceylon. 1953, p. 2^ .
2. C. Sivaramamurti, op.clt 9 p. 275, no. 11 » and p, 278, no. 33.
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records a list of names of monks who were navakammikas to the
1
building of a caitya at Kapheri.
An inscription at Kanheri also refer to another office,
2
that of the uparakkhita (uparalcsita) * The meaning of the term
3
rakkhita (from Pali rakkhati) isj *to protect1* Uparakkhita 
may accordingly mean a 1 care-taker * or *a guardian1 of a monastery, 
This office, unlike that of the navakammika, is not mentioned in 
the Buddhist literature* and hence it appears that the office of 
uparakkhita may have carried a local significance in the Deccan*
n  w irinmn ■■■ m il l  mim m  i*iw iw m  v
The inscription does not supply details about the exact functions 
of an uparaldchit a * However* it is probable that the duties of this 
office were concerned with the maintenance and supervision of the 
monasteries *
k
The list of donations given in the appendix shows that 
besides viharas. caityas and stupas the donations included other 
items such as pillars, doors, rails etc* It is unlikely that the 
donors themselves attended to the execution of these constructions 
Most probably, the money or the material needed for the intended 
gift was supplied by the d&nor to the monk who was in charge of 
the construction and maintenance of monastery buildings. In
ASWI, V ,  1883, pp. 73 ff*
2. Ibid*
3* T.W. Khys Davids and W. Stede, The Pali Text Society *s 
Pali - English Dictionary, 1925, p.
4. See appendix, p u , 2.8^ ,
connexion with the construction of great monuments like the 
Amaravati stupa3 constant control and supervision by a monk 
who had specialised knowledge in the field would have been 
essential, and hence it is reasonable to assume that donations 
of money and material were given by the visitors to the person 
in charge of the construction, who would then have carried out 
the operation according to the donor*s wish*
Another office which is mentioned in the inscriptions of
1
our area is that of gandhakutibharika. By the term gandhakut 1
the living room of the Buddha was originally meant. Hence it was 
customary to have a gandhakuti or an 'Inner Sanctuary* in all 
the monasteries as a place of worship. G-andhakutibharika thus 
indicates a monk who was in charge of the gandhakut! of thei» tin iwen—BMiiwii 1 ,t
monasteryo The inscription concerned does not give details of 
the duties of the gandhakutibharika0 However, it can be assumed 
that the gandhakut ibharika was a monk in charge of a sanctuary 
room who kept it clean and made arrangements for the daily worship0
H
Monasteries as public Institutions•■ M |i« *» W M w irrtifiiiw iM B a M ro » rW M W iW 'W w W w P in p g » ffr*n i(fc ia rtiiiM n irn itr 'r i c  i ■nr^-r*r>,*—nr>
The co-operation of the lay devotees was essential for
1. ASWI, V, 1883, p. 11, no.6,
the smooth functioning of the monasteries, and hence the
relationship between the monks and the lay devotees was one of
interdependence. While the lay devotees were enjoined to supply
the members of the Sajjigha with necessities, they were given the
hope that they would have long life, happiness and strength as
1
a result of this act on their part*,
Some of the inscriptions specifically mention the
purpose fox* which the donation was made. An inscription at Nasik
records that one of the water cisterns donated to the monks at
Nasik by Saka Damacika Vudhika was on behalf of his father and
mother, suggesting that the donation was made for the kieri.t* 1 
2
of his parents. An inscription at Kaijheri also records that a
caitya was erected by the merchants Gajasena and Gajamitra in
honour of their deceased parents. This inscription further mentions
%at after securing a most excellent share (of the merit) for their
wives, sons, daughters, stepbrother, a large number of their
sister's sons, and a multitude (of their blood relations, also)
the merit was for the well-being and happiness of all sentient 
3
beings.
1. Anguttara Nilcaya<, II, edited by Rev® R. Morris, PTS, 1888, p. 66. 
2® El, VIII, 1903-6, p. 93, no. 26.
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The magnificence of the oaityas and stupas, like those 
at Karle-, and Amaravati respectively, indicates not only 
generous patronage from the donors but equally great popularity 
with the lay devotees.
The monastery was thus as much a concern of the lay devotees 
as that of the monies. In return for the services both in kind 
and cash of the lay devotees, the monies gave them education, 
advice and other assistance.
There is a reference in one of the Amaravati inscriptions 
1
to a dhammakathika (preacher of religion) and this reference 
indicates that there were monks who were noted for their ability 
in preaching. It is reasonable to assume that lay devotees 
gathered in the monastery to listen to sermons delivered by the 
dhammakat hikas,
Supported by the public which they served, the monasteries 
of the Deccan in the Satavahana period seem to have complied with 
the injunction of the Buddha - caratha bhlkkhave carikam
bahugana hit ay a bahufenaaukhaya MjajSSgP.igfi Siihka Jsiiks
2
sukhaya devamanus sanann
1a C„ Sivaramamurti, op.pit 9 p. 274*» no. 10* also, p. 275* no, 11.
20 H, Oldenberg, Vinaya Pit aka, I, 1879* P# 21 t translated it means 
* Ye monks, practise compassion, visit all parts of the
country for the good, benefit and happiness of gods and men'^
THE PM.C33 OF BUDDHISM IN SOCIETY DURING- THE SATAVAHANA HBKIOD
Buddhism and the Satavahana rulers:
In the foregoing chapters we have studied the chronology of 
the Satavahana kings and related it with the help of the inscriptional 
data, to the Buddhist monasteries established during their reigns. We 
have also studied the structure of the Saipgha and the monastic 
organisation as it appears in the monumental and epigraphical data.
We are now in a position to draw a general picture of the state of 
Buddhism in the northern Deccan under the Satavahanas.
As shown in the first chapter, Buddhism was established in the 
northern Deccan as early as the reign of Asolca. But the history of 
this area from the end of Asoka*s reign until the beginning of the 
Satavahana rule cannot be traced from the available sources. All that 
can be deduced from the location of, and information contained in, the 
Asoka inscriptions from south of the Vindhya mountains is that the 
region between the mountains and the Godavari came under the influence 
of the Maurya empire.
This period, during which parts of the northern Deccan were 
for a time under the influence of North Indian rulers, was a 
remarkable era in the history of Buddhism in India in general and in
Jl # (Q
North India in particular* Following the stimulus received 
during the time of Asoka, the rise of Buddhism seems to have 
heen uninterrupted. The stupas n of Sanbi and Bharhut hear 
witness to this expansion of Buddhism. Buddhism was equally 
popular in the north-west, where Greek kings like Menander, 
and. Ku$apa kings like ICani§ka, supported its cause* All these 
examples suggest that Buddhism had become a popular movement in 
India during and after the reign of Asoka and that the direct 
effect of this movement would have been felt in the northern 
Deccan during the time when the political influence of the North 
began to be felt in this part of India.
Archaeological and epigraphical data show that Buddhism 
flourished to a great extent during the Satavahana period in the 
northern Deccan. It received the patronage of kings, members of 
the royal family, nobles and merchants and the devotion of 
considerable numbers of the common people.
There is no evidence, however, to show that the Satavahana 
rulers were Buddhists. On the contrary, they were probably 
followers of the Hindu religion. The Nanaghat inscription which 
records a number of sacrifices by Siri Satakani and his gifts of 
cows, elephants and money as daksina to the Brahmins lends support
1
to this presumption* The names of some of the later members
. ^  ^  j.
of this dynasty, such as YajKasri, Sivasri and Sivaskandha,also 
indicate a Hindu connexion*
However, there is evidence to show that a number of 
Satavahana rulers extended their patronage to the Buddhists*
Thus an inscription at Nasik shows that during the reign
of Kanha a minister at Nasik excavated a cave (for the use of
2
monks at Nasik)* This would indicate that the policy of the 
king was favourable towards Buddhism.
Nrom the reign of to that of G-otamipuf a Siri
Satakani there is no evidence of the relationship between the 
ruler and the Buddhist monks* Siri Sataka^gd^about whom there is 
more information from the Nanaghat inscription, was perhaps a
1. B.C. Sircar, SI, I, 196$, pp. 192-197.
2. The inscription records:
Sadavahanakule Kanhe ra.iini Nasikakena 
Samauena mahamatena lena karita*
This has been translated by E. Senart as:
'Under king Kp§pa of the Satavahana family this cave 
has been caused to be made by the officer in charge 
of the feamanas at Nasik (El. VIII, 1905-6, p. 93)
However, Senart's translation seems to be^unwarranted as 
the terms^Nasika and Samara qualify mahamatra* and hence 
P^Saatra mentioned in the inscription should be taken 
as the same person as the Samaga^ Thus it is likely that 
Samara was the name of the mahamatra*
follower of the Hindu religion. However, there is no evidence 
to show that Buddhism was less favoured during his reign*
There is clear evidence to show that Buddhist monks were
supporbed by Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi. This is proved by the
evidence of two inscriptions discovered at Nasik. One of these
inscriptions records Gotamiputa Siri Satakani's order to
Vipyupalita, who was the officer at Govardhana, to donate a
1
field to the monies living on the Trirasmi mountain* The other
records an order by the same king together with his mother
<$otami Balasir.j., addressed to Syamaka, another officer at
Govardhana, to grant a field within the boundaries of the town
2
to the monks living in the cave on the Trirasmi mountain.
An inscription at ICarle also, recording an order to
Pariguta (Parigupta ? ), the officer at Mamada, regarding the
gift of the village of Karajdka in the Mamada district to the
monks dwelling in the cave at ICarle may probably be dated to
3
the reign of Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi.
1. B.C. Sircar, SI, I, 1965, pp. 197-199.
2. Ibid. pp. 200-201.
3. The name of the king in this inscription is not clear. 
According to the opinion of scholars who have edited it, this 
king could be either Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi or his successor. 
See J. Burgess, ASWI» 17, 1883> p. 111, no.20.
The successor of Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi, Vasithiputa
Siri Pujumavi, also extended his patronage to the Buddhist monks,
as is evident from several inscriptions. An inscription at Nasik
of Got ami Balasiri the mother of Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi, and
the grandmother of Vasithiputa Siri Pujuraavi, records the
donation of a cave at Nasik to the Bhadrayaniya monks during the
1
reign of the latter king. The same inscription mentions that
Vasithiputa Siri Pujumavi also granted the village of Pisajipadaka
2
as a source of income for the embellishment of the cave. Yet
another inscription engraved in continuation of the former,
records an order of Vasithiputa Siri Pujumavi to Sivakhadila
(Sivaskandhila ? ), an officer at Govardhana, regarding the gift
of the village of Samalipada (Samralipadra ? ) on the eastern road
in the Govardhana district,to the monks of the Bhadrayaniya sect
living in the devilena (queen's cave), in exchange for the village
3
of Sudarsana, on the southern road in the Govardhana district.
Although there is no clear evidence to show that the 
successors of Vasithiputa Siri Pujumavi continued to extend their 
patronage to the Buddhist monks, the large number of Buddhist
monasteries which may be assigned to the time of these rulers,
1
especially to that of Siri Yana Satakayi, indicates that the 
policy adopted by these kings was also favourable towards 
Buddhism#
A later member of this dynasty, who is referred to in a
2
seal as Siri S(i)va(maka) Vijaya and who probably ruled in the
3
first quarter of the third century A*d*, also seems to have 
supported the Buddhist monks who lived at Ramatirthaiji, as the 
inscription concerned alludes to the monies at Hamatirthaiji 
monastery as 1 Siri S(i)va(maka) Vijayaraja s(e)lasagha* ov the 
community of the Buddhist monks belonging to the monastery on the 
hill patronised by Siri S(i)va(maka) Vijaya#
It is striking that all the inscriptions, except the 
kamatirtham seal, mention royal patronage towards the Buddhists 
monks who lived in the western Deccan# On 'k*1*3 hand, the
eastern Deccan cs(the area covered by the Andhra Pradesh)is not 
mentioned as having received royal patronage by important 
Satavahana kings such as Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi, Vasithiputa
1. See chapter 51,
2# Annual &enort ®£ Archaeological Survey of India# 1909-10, 
pp. 78 ff; also Annual kenort of the Archaeological Department 
(Southern Circle), 1909-10, p. 20. Por identification of this 
king see* chapter II.
3. See chapter ^ $ 0 ’, c W y W  *
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Siri Pujumavi and Siri Yana Satakapi, Does this mean that no
references to these rulers have survived, although records of
donations by meachants and common people exist or did the
Satavahana rulers have a preference for the West, where their
capital was situated, as against the East ?• One cannot show
any valid reasons for such a partiality. However, it must be
mentioned that if we take the semi-legendary accounts into
consideration, we find in the legends concerning Nagarjuna,
references to the construction of viharas by the Satavahana
rulers in the Andhra area. Because there is insufficient reason
to believe that the Satavahana kings did not patronize Buddhism
in the Andhra area, we may have to accept the evidence given in
these accounts,
fhese legendary accounts are found in the Sihalavatt hupp- 
1
akarana, a Ceylonese work which is generally ascribed to around
2 3 k
the fifth century A.D.in Hiuan Tsang's and I-tsing*s records
1, Sihalavatthuppakarana, edited by A*P, Buddhadatta, 1959^pp. 119-120,
2, See Introduction to the Sihalavatthupakarana,
3, S, Beal, Buddhist Records of the Western World, 18%, pp, 209-217* 
f. Walters, On Yuan Shwarts Travels in India, II, 1905 pp, 200 ff,
A, J, Takakusu, A Record of the Buddhist Aeligion as Practised in 
India and the Malay Archipelago, 1896, pp, 158-59*
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of their travels • in India, ih. bhe the
—  —  ^ 2
biography of Nagarjuna and In T&het an.s q ur c e s ,
The legendary account contained in the Sihalavatthupp-
akarana refers to a Satavahana king who was. converted to
Buddhism by a monk named Tambasumana who visited the Satavahana
kingdom from Ceylon. However, this story does not give any
details which would help one to identify the Satavahana king
concerned. As it is mentioned in the Sihalavatt hupp akarana
itself that the author Dhammanandin was a native of Kantakasola- 
A
pat 1iana, while it appears from many other stories of the 
Sihalavatthuppakarana, that they are based on the country of 
Sura$tra or Gdrnar, it may be assumed that the stories contained
1 • This is an Indian biography which exists in a Chinese translation 
made by Kumarajiva in 405 A.D. See Nanjio*s Catalogue, no. 1^61.
Also see Hirth Anniversary Volume »pp. A26 ff, for an English 
translation of the relevant sections of this work.
2. The Tibetan records consist of Grub ~t hob brgyad-cu~rtaa~b shihi
rnam-thar. translated into German by A. Gr unwed el under the title 
Die G-eschichte der 8A Zanberer (Mahasiddhas). and the writings of 
Taranatha, i.e. rgya-gar-chos-byun (History of Buddhism in India).
Por an English translation of the latter see Taranatha *s History of 
Buddhism in India edited by D. Chattopadyaya, 1970#
3* Sihalavatthuppakarana, op.pit. pp. 119-120.
A* An Amaravati inscription (huders list 1000) also, mentions a place 
called Kantakasola. This evidently was the same as Kantakasola- 
p at tana of Sihalavat tt huppakarana. With the help of Ptolemy* s 
reference to an emporium named Kantakassula (G-eographia. VII, 1, 15) 
which he places immediately after^thejriver Maisolos in the land of 
Maisolia, Kantakasola of the Amaravati inscription has been 
identified with the town of Chaptasala which lies between the villages 
of G-udduru and the mouth of the %*§$a river. These references 
suggestjfchat Kantakasola can be identified with the town of 
G-hantasala.
in this work are not purely fictitious, but may have been 
based on legends which were prevalent among the Buddhist 
monks who lived in the Satavahana territory# If this 
assumption is acceptable we have in this story from the 
Sihalavatthuppakarana an example of a Satavahana king 
who had close relations with Buddhist monks.
According to the legend related by the Chinese pilgrims 
Hiuan Tsang and I-Tsing, in the Chinese translation of the 
biography of Nagarjuna and in the Tibetan works, one of 
the Satavahana kings was a close friend of Nagarjuna. ^
Nagarjuna is one of the most enigmatic and also one of 
the most important personalities in Buddhist history.
Numerous Sanskrit, Tibetan and Chinese works give us 
information on the life and works of Nagarjuna, but their 
information verges on the supernatural and seems to refer 
to several Nagarjunas of different dates and origins who
appear and reappear in many different legends# These were
2 . 3analysed by M. Walleser and were summarised by M. Winternitz.
Ij.
Commenting on these sources, E# Lamotte observes that t 
the literary and archaeological data that one can 
collect on Nagarjuna are so vast, and so scattered
1# For references to these legends see supra , p^nl^i;
2. M# Walleser, fThe Life of Nagarjuna from Tibetan and 
Chinese Sources', Hirth Anniversary Volume, Asia Major,
1923, pp. k & < \  -^33.
3. M. Winternitz, A History of Indian Literature, II, 1933, 
pp. 3^1-351.
k m E.Lamotte, Le Traite de la Grande Vertu de Sagesse de 
Nagarjuna (Mahi-pr^jiiaparamita^astra), 19^hT~PP* X-XIV.
in many different regions of India, that it would he wrong to 
consider them as evidence for writing a biography of Nagarjuna.
He adds that in so far as the person of Nagarjune is concerned, 
they have only a limited historical value, if any at all, but 
these are documents of a preeminent interest if^ one does not 
regard them as evidence for Nagarjuna1 s biography, but as simple 
albeit sincere evidence of the religious movement with a reforming 
mission, with which Nagarjuna*s name is associated. Hence we should 
consider these legends from this point of view.
These sources abound in stories concerning Nagarjunafs
dabbling in alcheny and his relationship with a king of the
Satavahana dynasty, who has not been identified. There also exists
another cycle of legends connecting Nagarjuna and the Kushana king,
Kayigka in the Chinese and Tibetan records. These suggest, and this
interpretation is supported by S. Levi, that a Satavahana king and
1
Ka$i§ka were both known to Nagarjuna.
2
According to the Tibetan historians, Nagarjuna would have 
passed the last part of his life in Andhra. We are told that
1. S. Levi, *Kani§ka et Satavahana1, Journal Asiatique, 1936.
pp. 107-110.
2. D. Chattopadyaya, Taranatha*s History of Buddhism in India.
1970, pp. 106-119. However, it may be noted that Taranatha1 s 
work is as late as the 17th century and its historical value 
as a source for the study of the Satavahana period is very 
little.
Nagarjuna built the sanctuary of Dpal- Idan«bras - s puns
1
(Sridhanyaka-feaka); he surrounded ^ t^'with a -
wall, and constructed 108 cells inside the wall. The same 
source states that Nagarjuna resided at Sriparvata, a 
monastery situated on a rock overlooking the river, which
the Satavahana king had had excavated and built.
However problematic the material derived from these 
sources, at all events it is clear that a ruler of the 
Satavahana, dynasty played an important role in Nagarjuna1s 
life and that he was closely associated with the religious 
movement with which Nagarjuna13 name is so intimately connected*
As we .have pointed out in an earlier chapter, the 
construction of enormous stupas, at Amaravati, Nagarjunakop<Ja» 
Jaggayyapeta etc. would have been impossible without the 
assistance of the ruler. No satisfactory explanation can be 
given as to why inscriptions recording donations of Satavahana 
kings have not come to light in Andhradesa whei'eas a number of 
such inscriptions are found in the Mahara$f$ra area. As we know 
from the inscriptions of the western Deccan that the Buddhist 
monks received patronage during the reign of Gotamiputa Siri
1. D. Chattopadyaya, Taranathafs History of Buddhism in India. 
1970, p. 107.
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Satakayi and his successors, in whose kingdom iindhradesa 
was also included > we may assume that the monks of iindhradesa 
as well as those in Maharashtra would have received the 
rulers* patronage. The legends describing bene factory 
activities of Satavahana kings thus cannot be completely
discarded, although they cannot be accepted in detail# The
■» *
absence of inscriptions in itodtea^ .* might be explained by 
the Satavahana rulers lavishing the bulk of their generosity 
on areas near their capital or by the late acquisition of the 
Andhra area and its subsequent rule by viceroys or feudatories.
In conclusion, it would be interesting to analyse the 
reasons which led the Satavahana kings to look favourably on 
Buddhism* These appear to be both political and personal*
First, it would be pointed out that Buddhism was 
already accepted by a fairly large number of people in the 
northern Deccan well before the Satavahanas came to power. 
Baring the Satavahana period Buddhism expanded further as 
appear*-; from the inscriptions and monuments datable to this 
period. These inscriptions show that there were not only 
individuals who were Buddhists but also corporate bodies, i.e. 
areals and sabbas (guilds). For instance, some Nasik and 
Junnar inscriptions mention guilds of kularikas (potters),
1. El, VIII, 1905, p. 88, no.15.
1 2 
daijmikas (corn chandlers), vasakaras (weavers) and
3
kasakara (braziers).
These guilds must have possessed considerable 
influence in the economic life of the region; influence which 
would have increased once they began to act as trustees for 
donations and endowments made for the support of monasteries.
No Satavahana ruler could have afforded to ignore the guilds 
nor would they have been likely to interfere too deeply with 
the religion of the guild members. Moreover Buddhism spread 
peacefully and had won the support of important north Indian 
rulers, Asoka and Kani§ka, its greatest patrons, and it seems 
likely that the Satavahana rulers though not converts themselves 
would have followed the example of the northern kings in 
patronizing so influential a movement.
furthermore, as the inscriptions show, a considerable 
number of Saka and Yavana settlers in the coastal trading centres 
of the northern Deccan appears to have been Buddhists. U§avadattaf 
donations to the Buddhist monks also indicate that a policy of 
religious tolerance was adopted by the Saka rulers. Y/hen
Gotamiputa Siri Satakayi conquered the western parts of the 
northern Deccan from Nahapana, the father-in-law of Uyavadatta, 
he also followed the same religious policy as Uyavadatta had done 
by making new land grants to the Buddhist monies. It is possible 
that Gotamiputa Siri Satakayifs religious policy was guided by 
political ends# As the north-western Deccan was constantly 
threatened by Saka inroads, the loyalty of all sections of the 
population in that area as well as of all the subjects of the 
northern Deccan would have been essential to ensure the stability 
of the Satavahana kingdom.
Secondly, some Satavahana kings may have extended their
patronage to the Buddhist monies out of personal sympathies. It
is mentioned in one of the Nasik inscriptions that a village was
donated to the monks by Vasithiputa Siri Pujumavi, in order that
the merit from this gift might be enjoyed by his father, (Gotamiputa 
1
Siri Satakayi). I’his inscription;: concludes with the statement
s ava j at abhoganir at hi meaning detachment from enjoyment of every
kind, and thus indicates that Vasrfchiputra Siri Pujumavi had some
personal knowledge of Buddhism. One of the inscriptions on the
railings of the Amaravati stupas lie dated during the reign of
2
Vasrfchiputa Siri Pujumavi and $f;6.vesitha treatsleast part'-
1. D.c. Sircar, SI, 1, 1965, pp. 203-207.
2# C. Sivaramamurti, BMGM» IV, 19A2, p. 283, no.51 •
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of the railing of the .Amaravati stupa was constructed during 
the reign of this king* It is possible that either Vasithiputa 
Siri PuJ.uma.vi or Gotamiputa Siri Satakapi, both of whom were 
associated with the eastern Deccan, was the Satavahana king 
mentioned in the Nagarjuna legends.
Buddhism and the merchant class:
The sites of monasteries and the information contained
in a large number of inscriptions show that the Buddhist
monasteries were generally established in the vicinity of trading
1
centres or along trade routes. They were excavated or constructed, 
maintained and supported mainly by merchants and by the local 
inhabitants of trading centres. Should this evidence be taken to 
show that the advance of Buddhism in our area was closely connected 
with the prosperity of commerce ?
Accoiding to Buddhist literature, members of the commercial 
class played a significant role in Buddhism farom the:., time :6 .t 
the Buddha. The sett his i.dr ' ^financiers or money lenders', 
such as Anathapi^ika sett hi and Rajagaha sett hi are mentioned 
in the Buddhist literature as great supporters of Buddhist monks. 
These set this were no doubt members of the commercial class. 
Tapassu and Hli&Lluka, the first two lay disciples of the Buddha,
1. See map on
18b
1
are also mentioned as being merchants.
Several reasons can be given to explain the popularity 
of Buddhism among the merchant class.
Firstly, merchants were among those who travelled 
regularly across the country; hence it is not surprising that 
merchants from various parts of India came into contact with 
Buddhism at its earliest stage of expansion. It is natural 
that those merchants who were impressed by the teachings of the 
Buddha would have spread the news of this new religion among 
other merchants. Hence the large number of merchant lay 
devotees.
Secondly, there is little doubt that the early 
missionaries would have followed the trade routes used by the 
merchants, whom they may often have accompanied and it was 
probably from the merchants travelling in various parts of the 
country that the monies received first-hand knowledge about 
distant cities of India. The missionary monies may have 
accompanied merchants in their travels to distant cities.
1. H. Oldenberg, Vinaya Pit aka» I, 3 f Anguttara Nikaya. 
PTS edn., I, 26; According to Theragatha Commentary,
(l, 46 f.)> Tapassu and Bhalluka were brothers, sons of 
a caravan leader of Pokkharavati.
Thirdly, since merchants and tradesmen were among the 
wealthier members of society they could afford to spend 
large sums of money on charitable acts. This accounts for 
the large number of donations by merchants and trade 
guilds.
Finally we can suggest that the merchants, who 
occupied the third position in the Hindu society, would 
have been among those that felt strongly attracted to 
the heterodox religions and sects that gave them greater 
sense of dignity.
Thus after the rulers and members of the royal family, 
the merchants and tradesmen were the most important patrons 
of Buddhism. In fact, while the rulers may have made 
donations in part because a large section of their subjects 
followed Buddhism, the merchants, who formed the middle- 
class of the society, donated of their own free will either 
because they themselves were followers of the Buddha or 
because they wanted to be on good terms with the general 
public. The part played by the merchant class is therefore 
of great importance in the spread of Buddhism.
It is striking that in our area most of the Buddhist 
monasteries were situated near the trading ports and markets or 
along the trade r outes-which are supposed to have e xis ted in form er 
times. This follows from, an analysis of the information concerning
trading ports and markets in the Periplus and the 
2Geographia on the one hand and the information contained 
in the donatory inscriptions found in the various Buddhist 
monasteries of our area and period on the other.
Periplus records that the western and the eastern 
parts of the Deccan were densely populated and prosperous 
and that along the west borderland of the Deccan plateau 
there were a number of merchant towns, viz. Barygasa 
(Bharukaeca or Bhrgukaccha), Soupara (Supparaka or Surparaka),
— -Z
Calliena (Kalyani), SymjL'lla and Byzantium. The original
Indian names of the last two places are obscure, but some
scholars identify these two places with Cemula and Vaijayanti
of the inscriptions or with the modern Chaul and Banavasi 
4
respectively.
Peripltts Maris Erythraei, edited by H. Frisk, 1927* For 
an English translation see W.H. Schoff, The Periplus of 
the Brythraen Sea, 1912.
2. Claudii Ptolemaei Geographia, edited by C.F.A. Nobbe,
3 Vols, 1843; B. R^nou, Da Geographic de Ptolemee (L'Inde,
VII, 1-4, 1923. For an English translation of a part-of 
Geographia see J.W. McCrindie, Ancient India as Described 
by Ptolemy, edited by S.N. Majumdar Sastri, 1927*
Feriteas, op,cit, sec. 3 0*
4. See Schoff, op. cit, p. 100; also see infra p.t43 for 
identification of Vaijayanti with Banavasi.
In the eastern part of the northern Deccan, an 
important trading centre according to the Periplus was 
Maisolia. According to Ptolemy, the region of Maisoloi,
which was no doubt the same as the Maisolia of the Periplus,
2had several markets• The discovery of Roman coins of the
period 68-217 A.D. at Vinukondla in the Guntur district and 
in the Nellore and Cuddapah district confirms that sea-borne 
trade flourished in the Krsna-Guntur area in the early
i> ^  f
3
centuries of the Christian era*
Periplus, op. cit, sec* 62* the coastal area of
Maisolia Ptolemy places the mouth of the iiver Maisolos, 
which he states lay between the country of Arouarnoi and 
Kantakassyla (Geographia, VII, I, 15 and 16)* Arouarnoi 
of Pt&lemy has been connected with Aruvanadu (district 
of Aruva) mentioned in early Tamil literature and 
inscriptions, and placed between the rivers Falar and 
the southern Pennar in the state of Madras ( R* Gopalan, 
History of the F&llavas of Kanchi, 1928, pp. XI-XII) 
and Kantakassyla with Kan^akasela mentioned in an 
inscription at Nagarjunakonda ( J* Ph* Vogel, El, XX,
1929-30, pp. 9* 22). The only notable river between the 
suggested limits, i.e. Aruvanadu and Kantakasela or 
Ghantasala, is the Kr^na. Hence the Krsaa river and the 
. area watered by it can be taken as the Maisolos of the 
Periplus and Geographia.
2. Geographia, VII, I, 15 and 93; McCrindle, op. cit., VII,
1,15 and 93-
3« R.Sewell, ’Roman Coins found in India’, JRAS,190^, pp*599 ff»
There is little doubt that there were trade routes
connecting the various trading centres. Unfortunately we do
not know much about these routes. Fleet points out that in
this part of India there were two great trade routes, one
starting from Masulipatajji and the other starting from Vinuko y^ja.
These two roads, according to his account,converged at a point
about 26 miles to the South-east of modern Hyderabad, and from
1
that junction the single road ran to Barygasa (Bharukacca).
Thus, this road would have passed through Prati^ 'fchana which was 
the political centre during the time of the early Satavahana 
rulers (until the reign of Vasi§thiputa Siri Pujuraavi and also 
probably during the reign of Siri Yana Satakayi).
A comparison between the sites of the important ports, and 
markets in the northern Deccan referred to by the Periplus and by 
Pfcoleny on the one hand and the sites of the Buddhist monasteries 
on the other shows that the latter were built in the vicinity of 
populous towns or along the trade routes of the period.
As shown earlier in this chapter, the reasons for setting 
up monasteries near populated areas were obvious. Although the 
development of commerce was not the only reason which encouraged
1. J.F. Fleet, ‘Tagara,* Ter*, IRAS, 1901, p. 548.
the monies to come to these areas, it would no doubt have 
provided an additional incentive.
Information contained in the inscriptions also shows
that most donations to the Buddhist establishments were made
either by merchants and craftsman or by the inhabitants of
trading centres like Bharukacca, Supparaka, Kalyani, Cemula,
and Vaijayanti.
Thus two inscriptions at Nasik record donations by
1
merchants of two caves. A fragmentary inscription at Junnar
2
indicates that the donation mentioned was made by a merchant.
A number of inscriptions at Kanheri also refer to donations by
merchants. The Caitya Cave at Kanheri was excavated by the
3
merchants G-ajasena and G-ajamitra; a water-cistern, benches and
a (circumambulatory) path were donated by the merchants Dhama 
4
(Dharma) ; a cave, a water-cMtern and a field were donated by
5
a merchant's son, named Isipala ($§ipala) ; and lastly, a cave
'm w -nlpnui ■ > im «  |l > 1 l l l» ft- i.H "« ii I ■ 111 .HIM
E L  VIII, 1905-6, p. 90, no.17 and p. 75, no.6. The former 
inscription records the gift by a merchant named Hamanaka of 
a^cave while the latter records the gifb by a merchant named 
Vira of a four-celled cave.
2. ASWI. IV, 1883, p. 98, no. 34*
3. ASWI, IT, 1883, p. 78, no. 12.
4. Ibid. p. 80, no. 16.
1
and a hall were donated by another merchant’s son named Aparenu.
Donations by inhabitants of the trading centres of the 
period are referred to in the inscriptions a.t Junnar, Kanheri, 
Karle and Wanagha-fc •
An inscription at Junnar, records that the two donors
Buddhamitra and Buddhapalita were inhabitants of Bharulcaccha or 
2
Broach, Two inscriptions at Kapheri record the gifts by people
of Sopara; one of them refers to the gift of a water cistern by
3
the merchant Samika (Svamika ?) and the other to a gift of a
_ _  A „ „  „
cave by a jeweller named Nagapalita. The Nanagha-fc cistern
inscription and an inscription at Karle also mention gifts «by a 
lay devotee named Govindadasa and a monk named Satimata, both
3
inhabitants of Sopara, of a water cistern and of some pillars.
Two inscriptions at Kanheri record gifts by a goldsmith named
Samidata (Svamidatta ?) and a blacksmith named Wad a (Nada), both
- - 6
inhabitants of Kalyani, Also, two inscriptions at Junnar refer
1 • ASWI, V, 1883, p. 79, no.15. 
ASWI, IV, 1883, P. 96, no. 19. 
3. Luder’s list, no. 995* 
A. Ibid, no. 1005* 
5. Ibid, nea.109A, 1095*
6. Ibid, nos.986, 1032.
to two other inhabitants of Kalyani; pne of them mentions
a gift by Sulasadatta of a cistern and the other a gift
1
by a goldsmith named Saghaka. An inscription at Kanheri records
2
a gift by Sulasadatta, a resident of Cemula, of a cistern, while
another inscription at Kanheri records a gift by Dharamanaka, also
3
a resident of Cemula, of a (circumambulatory) path. Cemula in
these two inscriptions can be identified with *Syrailla! of the 
the
Periplus and/G-eographia. and has been identified by scholars with
4- _
Chaul of the present time. Lastly, an inscription at Karle records
that the caitya at Karle was constructed by the sett hi named
^ *
Bhutapala, who was a resident of Vaijay anti. . Vai jay anti is
generally identified with Banavasi on the north-west border of 
6
%sore.
Thus it appears from the sites of the monasteries of our 
area and period as well as the information contained in a large 
number of inscriptions that the monasteries were situated in the
1 • LucLeris list, no. 1 i77•
2. Ibid. no. 996.
3- Ibid. no. 1033.
A. W.H. Schoff, op.cit. p. 100.
3. El, VII, 1902-39 p. 46, no. 1.
6. See J. Burgess, ASWI, IV, 1883, p# 23 note 2. Burgess writes: 
'Surab copper plates of Saka 61 A, mention Vaijayanti as an_ 
early Kadamba capital, and it was evidently the same as Banavasi, 
which is also called Jayantipura in inscriptions of the middle 
ages1•
vicinity of flourishing trading centres and also that the 
rich merchants and tradesmen of the day contributed to the 
monastic establishment and their upkeep*
As stated earlier in this chapter, the merchants of 
our area may have learnt about Buddhism in other parts of 
India, and those merchants who were impressed by the new 
religion would have encouraged the monies to visit their own 
cities. Those merchants who took to Buddhism would thus have 
provided residences for the monies and attended to their needs.
In conclusion therefore we may state that traders and 
craftsmen were attracted to Buddhism from its beginnings; that 
their travels and contacts all over the country brought them into 
with Buddhist communities in areas other than their 
own; that they invited monies to visit their native towns, and, 
finally, that they contributed to the construction and maintenance 
of monasteries. In this manner merchants and craftsmen played a 
significant role in the spread and prosperity of Buddhism in the 
northern Deccan.
Buddhism and the people;
Ihen considering the influence of Buddhism on common people, 
two general features which seem to have acted in favour of
Buddhism may be noted.
Ancient Buddhism provided a rigid ethical system 
obligatory only for those of its adherents who adopted 
the monastic way. For the mass of its lay followers it 
offered merely a standard of behaviour complementing and 
modifying rather than contradicting existing social norms. 
Buddhist laymen were expected to observe the rules against 
murder, theft, lust,falsehood, and consumption of fermented 
drinks. Generosity was to be their chief virtue. They could 
attain greater dignity if they enhanced the fundamental 
virtues by fasting six days every month, during which they 
took one meal a day, before midday, and devoted these 
days to the recitation of the general rules of the 
fraternity, the. reading of the scriptures and the attendanc 
of the sermons.
As far as the northern Deccan in the beginning of the 
Christian era is concerned, there is no clear evidence 
which would enable us to determine the main features of 
the culture and beliefs of the people when they came into 
contact with Buddhism. It can only be assumed that the
population of this area generally consisted of Indo-Aryans,
/
and tribal people together with a few Sakas and Yavanas.
By *Indo-Aryans * are understood the descendants of 
the Indo-Aryan tribes which settled down in Sourh Asia in 
the latter half of the second millennium B#c. These people
■Hit
were adherents of^Yedic religion, i.e. early Brahmanism, 
and their influence in the Deccan shows that Brahmanism must 
already have Tw&esa existed in our area to a certain extent 
before Buddhism was introduced.
By the 'tribal people' are meant the descendants of
those tribes who were already inhabitants of India at the time
of the Indo-Aryan invasion. To what racial group they belonged
and what religious practices they followed is uncertain.
However, it has been suggested that these people adhered to
various beliefs and practices such as snake and tree worship,
as well as the worship of other spirits and various other
animistic beliefs.
/
The Sakas and the Yavanas came as invaders and as 
merchants. Although they seem to have had their own gods, they 
were often attracted to Buddhism.
The influence of Buddhism on these different sections 
of the society of the northern Deccan can now be examined.
First, the relationship between the Brahmanic class and 
the Buddhists appears to have been harmonious. As stated earlier 
in this chapter, there is evidence to show that though a number 
of Satavahana rulers were followers of Hinduism the progress of 
Buddhism was unimpeded under their rule.
Second, the response of the tribal people, i.e. the 
earlier settled population, was favourable towards Buddhism.
This was true of all areas into which Buddhism spread. Buddhism 
was catholic and so long as its ethical code was accepted did not 
exclude existing non-Buddhist cult practices. The worship of 
nagas, yakkhas and other deities was tolarated, facilitating the 
conversion of tribal peoples. .
Thirdly, many of the Saka and the Yavana settlers in the 
northern Deccan, seem to have been attracted towards Buddhism 
(and other non-Brahmanic sects). This can be deduced from the;,! 
large number of donations by Saka kings, nobles and merchants 
to Buddhist cave temples, as has been pointed out in the third 
chapter.
The votive inscriptions show that commoners and laymen, 
other than merchants, of this area and period contributed much to
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the excavation and construction of Buddhist monasteries.
These inscriptions also prove that these classes played a
major role in maintaining the monasteries and in supporting
the monies. The prosperity of Buddhism, as evident from the
remains of the monasteries, indicates that Buddhism may have
commanded a considerable following in the society of the
period. However, no detailed accounts of the relationship
which existed between the lay devotees and monks are available
for our area. Nevertheless, it is reasonable to assume that
the same kind of relationship of monies and lay devotees which
1-
existed in parts of North India, and which i£ described in 
the Buddhist scriptures, prevailed in all these areas into 
which Buddhism spread.
The Buddhist literature makes it clear that the Buddhist 
Sajpgha needs the presence of a community of lay devotees for its 
existence, as without the support of pious laymen the members of 
the Sajpgha would not obtain even the bare necessities of life.
Such laymen would naturally have received special attention from 
the Sajjgha. The members of these supporting families were called 
upasakas and upasikas, i.e. men and women lay-devotees. These lay
1. See N.Dutt, Early Monastic Buddhism. II, 1945* PP* 207-238; 
N, Butt, 1 Place of Laity in Early Buddhism1, IHQ, XXI, no.4* 
m 5 *  pp. 163-183.
devotees looked after the needs of the Sagpgha* The close 
relationship between the Sa^gha and its lay followers 
encouraged the development of cult practices, a process which 
had started during the time of the Buddha* Buddhist scriptures 
show that these rites consisted of observing pancasila or the 
five precepts, listening to religious discourses on uposatha 
days, observing the asthaslla or eight precepts occassionally, 
offering robes to the monies on certain occassion, such as the 
end of the rainy season retreat and worshipping the stupas.
We also gather from the Buddhist scriptures that
Buddhist lay devotees were required to observe certain moral
duties which were classified under five heads, vis# sacldha,
—  1sila, caga, suta and panha (pragna). These five practices are
2
fully described in the G-ahapativagga* Accordingly, saddha 
meant firm faith in the Buddha, the Dharma and the Sajjigha.
Sila implied abstention from killing, stealing, committing 
adultery, speaking falsehood and indulging in drinking and 
merrymaking. Gaga implied generosity - open-handedness. By 
suta was meant listening to religious discourses and moral
1.The Majjhima Nikaya, I, edited by V. Trenfekner, ]?TS, 1888
pp. k6Z ff; III, p. 99.
2. The Anguttara Nikaya , IV, edited by E. Hardy, PTS, 1899
pp. 208 ff.
teaching imparted by the monks. Finally, panna meant the 
understanding of the origin and decay of worldly things, 
including the four truths and the law of causat&on.
The Sagiyutta Nikaya enumerates the gains obtained by 
a lay devotee for observing the silas. These gains are 
wealth, fame, death with consciousness up to the last
'I
moment, heavenly existence etc. It ;is t^lso explained in
the Ahguttara Hikaya that gifts to the Sagigha of robes,
food, residence and medical requisites would ensure the
donors long life, good appearance, happiness and strength
2in the life to come.
Some form of education was also imparted by the monks 
to the lay devotees, as appear from the Buddhist scriptures.
In delivering discources to laymen, the Buddha and his 
disciples emphasised first danakatham (stories illustrating 
the merits of gifts), then silakatham (stories on observing 
moral precepts), followed by saggakatham (stories on heavenly 
existence), kamanam adinavam (evils of enjoying worldly 
pleasures), and nekkamme anisanisam (merits of retirement from 
the world).
The relations between monks and' lay devotees, described 
in the Buddhist texts, are illustrated by some inscriptional
1. Samyutta Hikaya, IV, edited by M.Leon Feer, PTS, 1884, p. 246.
2. Ahguttara Nikaya, II, edited by Bev. B. Morris, PTS,
1888, pp. S4-S6.
references* As shown in chapter Y s there are a vast
number of inscriptions in our area recording gifts t»o monks by
lay devotees of residences to monk* means of subsistence
and robes* Donations to the monies are usually included in
the term deyadharma meaning* appropriate religious gift*.
The purpose of donations was the accumulation of merit for 
ona's sbK', one’s parentss relations .etc* Some inscriptions 
specifically mention this purpose while others do not* As 
was also 3hown in chapter Y P the remains of monasteries 
in our area ind_icate that they were not only residences 
for monks hut also places for the congregation of laymen 
and laywomen* Places where they could listen to religious 
discourses etc* Hence there is no doubt that the relationship 
between monies and laymen,, as expressed in Buddhist literature^ 
was practised by the Buddhist community of the northern Deccan 
also *
Cult practices were adopted in the monasteries of 
our area* The most popular among these may have been the 
worship of stupas*
Remains of stupas are invariably present in all the 
Buddhist monasteries* The stupas of cave monasteries in the
l IV iR lW W n K M
western Deccan are small in sise whereas those of the
2 0 2
monasteries in the Andhradesa are of large proportions *
The Amaravati stupa of this period and the stupas of
III! i H i m  | j  I, III * !  II I m i  J .  J W L H I J I M  l l l l t l
Nagarjunakopcla, some of which probably belong to this period 
or slightly later, indicate that stupa worship occupied an 
important place in Buddhism in this area,,
Sculptural slabs of the Andhradesa which adorn the dome
and the railings of the Amaravati stupa show that the worship
of Buddha images , devas 9 yakgas, nagas and trees was also
1
practised in our area and period® These popular cults were no
doubt tolerated in deference to popular demand® Adi these forms
Sub
of worship indicate that many followers of Buddhism .^scribed to 
the popular aspects of the religion, rather than its doctrinal 
or canonical aspects®
The sculptural slabs of Amaravati also show the popularity 
of the Jatakas* These sculptural decorations bear witness to 
the popular aspect of Satavahana Buddhism® This popularity, of 
scenes from the Jatakas in sculptural decorations, indicates that 
they served to illustrate the instructions on moral precepts 
given by the monies®
1 a See descriptions of sculptured slabs by C® Sivaramamurti and 
Bo Barrett (C® Sivaramaraurti, BMG-M, XV, 19A2; B® Barrett, 
Sculptures from Amaravati in the British Museum, 1 95A ) <»
The relationship between the community of lay devotees 
and monks was a close and continuous one in other respects 
too® For it was from among the families of lay devotees that 
the novices were recruited to the community of monies® This 
may have resulted in a large number of families having relatives 
within the Saipgha; hence some lay devotees must have had closer 
relationship and greater attachment to the Saijigha itself® We 
have already seen in a previous chapter how novices were 
trained in the monastery and later admitted to the Order of 
monks® Thus, the new monies came from among the people of the 
northern Deccan sharing their culture, their language and their 
traditions® This in turn strengthened the popularity of 
Buddhism among the local people of the area®
According to Hiuan Tsang there were 33000 Buddhist monks
in his time when Buddhism was already declining in the northex'n
1
Deccan* Judging by this figure, it would seem that the number 
of Buddhist monies during the heyday of Buddhism in the northern 
Deccan may have been even greater* If Hiuan Tsang*s figures are 
accepted it follows that there must have been a fairly strong
1 * An interesting analysis of the various figures of monks who 
lived in different parts of India as given by Hiuan Tsang, has 
been done by A* Bareau (See Les Sectes Bouddhiques du Petit 
V&iecule. 1953, p. 298)*
community of Buddhist lay devotees to support such a great 
multitude of monks• Thus it appears that the community of 
Buddhist lay devotees in the northern Deccan, was quite large 
and significant, and may have constituted a major part, 
possibly even the majority, of the population®
We have noted in the course of this chapter that 
Buddhism had already gained considerable following in the 
northern Deccan before the time of the Satavahanas; that 
during their rule it enjoyed the patronage not only of the 
Satavahana rulers and their noblemen but also of rich 
merchants and of ordinaxy people* This general interest and 
patronage resulted in a great spread of Buddhism, which even 
in the seventh century when Hiuan Tsang visited this area 
contained a large community of monks® It is not, therefore, 
surprising that the northern Deccan both in its western and 
eastern parts contained the largest number of, and the most 
beautiful^cave-temples and monasteries to be found in any 
part of India® Without doubt the region tetered By1 th&^K&ishna 
and the G-odavari during the Satavahana dynasty witnessed one 
of the most brilliant episodes in the history of Indian 
Buddhism® Under Satavahana rule Buddhism became a distinct,
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respected and flourishing religion with many followers, lay 
and monastic, drawn from all classes of the population of the 
northern Deccan*
❖
CONCLUSION
The foregoing study has described the role of 
Buddhism in the northern Deccan during the Satavahana 
period.
There is archaeological as also literary evidence 
that Buddhism was introduced to this part of India even 
before the Satavahanas came to power. The dating of the 
Amaravati, Pauni and Bhattiprolu monuments has thus 
enabled us to suggest that Buddhism may have first reached 
the Daccan not very long after the reign of Asoka or, 
perhaps even during his reign.
From a consideration of the numerous inscriptions 
relating to the Satavahana dynasty we have seen that 
the first Satavahana rulers could not have reigned 
before the first century B.C. Starting from this date 
we have established the chronology of the Batavhhana 
rulers which has enabled us to provide dates for the 
foundation and construction of the major Buddhist 
monuments and monasteries in the northern Deccan.
By analysing the distribution of these monasteries 
and settlements in the Deccan and by relating this
analysis to the inscriptional and literary evidence 
in the Kath%vatthuppakarana Atthakatha and other texts, 
we have discovered that the Mahas’&ihghxka sect flourished 
in these parts, and its sub-sects such as Caiti^as, 
Purva^ilas, Aparaiailas, Reijagirxyas and the Siddh&rthikas 
were also largely confined to the same area. We have 
also suggested that the Mah&s&tfighxka Buddhists reached 
the Deccan from Magadha and that subsequently they split 
into a number of sub-sects. Other sub-sects, chiefly of 
Sthaviravada origin were also to be found in this region , 
but those of the Mah&s^iftghxkas predominated.
We have described the structure and organisation of 
the monasteries in some detail and have emphasised the 
important part played by the Saipgha in the life of the 
community as a whole. We have also seen that the Buddhist 
monasteries were by no means seperated from society, 
but provided education and other facilities and acted as 
centres of religious life for laymen and monks alike.
The monasteries could not have survived without this 
constant contact with lay society, dependent as they were 
on gifts and offerings for both their daily sustenance
and their futurebdevelopment.
The rapid growth of the Sa^igha and the Buddhist lay 
community was an outstanding feature of the Satavahana 
period, reaching its zenith towards the end of that 
period. We have inferred that thBse was a close connexion 
between the general prosperity of the period, the growth 
of sea-borne trade, the existence of a flourishing 
mercantile community on the one hand and exapansion of 
Buddhism on the other. The distribution of the major 
monasteries is thus significant, lying as they did close 
to major trade routes and ports* The iregis and gogthis 
mentioned in inscriptions at important sites like Junnar, 
Nasik and Bhattiprolu were corporations commanding 
considerable i^ealth, and the support given to Buddhism 
by such bodies was an important factor in its success.
Themselves Hindus, the Satavahana patronised Buddhist 
monks. Individual Satavahana rulers may have inclined 
towards Buddhism, but, in general, this patronage reflected 
the growing importance of that religion and its hold on 
large sections of society.
Consequently, the culture of the Deccan was greatly 
influenced by Buddhism. Architecture, sculpture and
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painting all bear its mark* She best examples of this
influence are to be seen at Karle (caitya) and at
were
Amaravati (stupa) * Buddhist monasteries^/also important 
educational and religious centres, but there is no 
Buddhist literature wfc&hh can be attributed with certainty 
to the Deccan in the Satavahana period* Therefore, the 
extent of Buddhist literary influence and the contribution 
of the monks of the Deccan to Buddhist literature cannot 
be estimated.
The reason for the decline of Buddhism in the 
Deccan remains a puzzle. Although Buddhism prospered 
until the end of the Satavahana period, Hiuan Tsang states 
that its fortunes in the eastern Deccan were in decline 
at the time when he visited that region.^The circumstances 
of this transformation require investigation, but lie 
beyond the scope of this thesis*
* * sfc * *
Appendix I
of the early phase
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The Amaravati inscriptions belonging to the earliest 
group are about 50 in number. Some of them have been edited 
by S..P. Chanda (*Some Unpublished Amaravati Inscriptions* ,
El, XV ^ 1919-20, inscriptions 1, 3-20), and C# Sivararaamurti 
X*Amaravati Sculptures in the Madras Government Museum*,
BMG-Mt IV3 194*2)# Since then other inscriptions belongining to 
this group hai L^been discovered by the Archaeological Survey of 
India# They are published in the Annual heport on Indian 
Epigraphy« 1 953m54-^  and 59-60# The earliest insctiption 
discovered at Amaravati has been edited by D.C# Sircar in 1963-64* 
(1 Fragmentary Pillar Inscription from Amaravati1, El, 35, 1 963-64.;
pp. 4.0-4.3 )*
from Amaravati
This inscription has been engraved 011 the side-face of 
a sand-stone slab, which is stated to have been a surface find 
and was found in the home of an inhabitant of the area near the 
stupa at Amaravati# The inscription records:
* In the future world anointed* 
’(indeed it) has been written 
here by me*
*the people .*# many1 
’they regret * (or hear) 
’conquests have been broken 
(abandoned) by me’
Para (r)ta(tra)abh(isa)
dhajkho lakhrfcelm
.jano bahuni ^
ra chi.jiti vi, 
)i ca)mam(e 
(pi tat a ta.
1 # Abhigikta past participle form of abhigeka, meaning ’to 
anoint *•
2# Idha khalu likhite may a
3# Anusocanti (to regret) or anu^ruyanti (to hear)
Analysis of the contents of the other inscriptions of the 
earliest group at Amaravati
Donor Donation
G-opiya (rail pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
L(i)khita 
( fragment ary )
Dhamnakatakasa nigamasa 
’of the (inhabitants of 
the] town of Dhanyaka$aka 
(Dharagdkota) *
RetiP an inhabitant of 
(wife of?) Malamavuka.
thambha (stifc&mbha) * 
pillar.
(the pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
(the rail pillar on which 
the inscription is engraved)
piabaka kula, the piabaka 
family#
(the rail pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved).
Pako-fcakas (the rail pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Apaku „• • e karama (tha) bho, a rail bar
Re vat a, of the 
Padipudiniya ( c ommunity? ) (the rail pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Donor Donation
Sa(m) ghala samanasa,
'of the ascetic Saraghala*
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Somadatta, the wife 
of Bala, the royal 
scribe
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Uta, the mother of 
(Dha)n(a)mala
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
(ra o  o  o  o (the rail pillar on which 
the inscription is engraved)
(ni)gamasa<, of the 
town
(the rail pillar on which th< 
inscription is engraved)
ICumba, the mother of 
Utilca
suci» rail bar.
•••••• tini suciya, three rail bars
(ha)rela putasa, 
of the son of 
(ha)rela
sued-„ rail bar.
w  * • © suoi 9 rail bar«,
Donor Donation
Kalavairagamasa, of 
the village named 
Kalavaira
.... ka jayaya 
•..• ka wife of..*
Vakatakanam, of 
Vakatakas
Pakotakanam Culasa, 
Cula of the Pako^aka 
(community of family?)
thahho (stifigmbha), pillar
t habho (st k&mbha)
(the cross-bar 011 which the 
inscription is engraved)
(the cross-bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
(the cross-bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Nhapita gamasa 
Vit apalanam 9 Yitapalas 
of the village named 
Nhapita (Nahapita?)
•#9. gutasa jayaya* 
by the wife of .• guta
• ••• rci-gamasa, of the 
village .... ra
suci. rail bar
a r
(the cross bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
suci9 rail bar
Donor Donation
• • khaka§a Yakha§a 
(the name of the 
donor seems to be 
Yak$a)
Nigohasa IChala-putasa5 
IChala-puta of Nigoha 
or Nigoha Khalaputa
Kumarasa Avatakamasa, 
of the prince Avataka 
rna
Maghavadatena nama 
kara ....
by Magavada (Maghava 
datta.?)
thabha (sthambha), 
a pillar.
suci, rail bar,
... tha (stha (mbha?)
(the upright stone on 
which the inscription is 
engraved)
Pauni Inscriptions
Upasika (upasika) 
Visamita, the female 
devotee Visamita 
(Vi s vamit ra ? )
danarn (the gift of the 
coping stone on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Visamita (Visvamitra? ) (gift of the coping stone 
on which the inscription is 
engraved) also records, 
danam sukhaya hotu sava 
satanam, meaning,*for the 
benefit of all beings1.
Donor Donation
Pusaguta ^Pusyagupta) 
and Vaciya
pasado.gift (of the coping 
stone on which the 
inscription is ' 
engraved)
.... aamikaya (the gift of the coping 
stone on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Pava.iita (Aravpa^it a ) Utaraka 
Utaraka (Uttara) the 
mendicant
(the gift of the railing 
on which the inscription 
is engraved)
Heranikanam (hiranyakanaffl) 3 
of the goldsmiths? or 
treasurers (named) 
Utarabhatana and Budhadeva
(the gift of the railing
pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Pamji-ta (pmyyajlta)
Ut araguta (Uttaragupta?) 
the mendicant Utaraguta
M  *
danaiTu the gift of the rail 
pillar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Na^asa pacanikayasa 
('Na&asya pancsnikayasya)
(the gift of the rail pillar 
on which the inscription is 
engraved)
Iflpiiavasa amt evasiniya, 
the female-pupil 
named Mahayasa-
danam (the gift of the 
railing on which the 
inscription is engraved)
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Donor Donation
Yakhadinaya pava.jitaya 
the pavafc it a (pyavra- 
f\ it a) namedYakhadina 
(Yak § ad i ana ).
Usa • mitaya 
pavajitaya (pravrajitaya)
the female mendicant 
named Usa mita*
. „ e e heliya(?) bhichuni 
(bhik§uni) 9 the nun
rnitasa 
Buaharakhita (.•,mit ra 
Buddhr ale § it a )
of (descending from 
the lineage of?) 
mahaya and • * <>
e m * Q lS>S3i
Maijhiya
Tavaruna
danam (the rail bar on which 
the inscription is engraved)
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
i^ asado (prasada) (the rail barWfrm.il  ^"IL "    “ " " 1
on which the inscription is 
engraved)
pasado (prasada) (the rail bar 
on which the inscription is 
engraved)
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
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Donor Donation
Satika danam9 (the rail har on 
which the inscription is 
engraved)
Gohaya amteva (sika?), 
the pupil of Gohaya
(the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Tika pasado (prasado)* (the rail 
bar on which the inscription 
is engraved)
ICiya danam, (the rail bar on yrhich 
the inscription is engraved)
ICana Peripa (the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Agideva (Agnideva?) (the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Samiya (syamiya?) (the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
d *  © pasado (prasada) (the rail 
bar on which the inscription 
is engraved)
da ta ya (?) (the rail bar on which the 
inscription is engraved)
Bhattiprolu Inscriptions  . a. a *»—-—   ■   -- | |
These inscriptions are found on relic caskets 
which were discovered on the site of Bhattiprolu in the 
Krsna-Guntur district of the Andhra area. The caskets 
were first noticed by Alexander Rea who published his 
observations in the annual report of the Archaeological 
Survey of India in 189^. He published the photographs 
of the inscriptions but did not read or translate them.
George Buhler was the first thread these inscriptions 
and translate them. Nearly fifty years later Dines 
Chandra Sircar published the text of these inscriptions
•Z
together with their Sanskrit parallels in 19^2. Sircar 
did not provide an English translation.
We have attempted to read these inscriptions 
afresh and to translate their contents into English.
In this attempt we have sometimes had to depart from 
the readings by Buhler and Sircar and the English 
translations given by Btftiler.
1. A. Rea, 'South Indian Buddhist Antiquities', Archaeological
Survey of India, New Imperial Series, XV, 189?.
2. El, II, 1894, pp. 326-329.
3# B.C. Sircar, Select Inscriptions Bearing on Indian
History and Civilization,1942; a second 
edition of this work was issued in 19 65.
We give here our reading of the text along with 
a tentative translation wheregver and in so far as this 
has been possible. The translation follows the text in 
each case*
All these inscriptions were found in three caskets
<L1
except one which was engraved on/piece of crystal which 
had been placed inside the stone box wherein was located 
the casket. The inscriptions have been arranged as follows 
for the convenience of study.
Casket I Inscription A
M *' B
.1 ti c
Casket II Inscription A
it n b
H It C
ti ti d
« " E
Casket III Inscription A
ti ti b
Crystal Inscription
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Casket X Inscription A
—  1 Kurapituno ca Kuramatu ca Kurasa ca Sivaga ca
2 3majusam papati phaligasamugam ca Budhasariranam
if
niketu
* (This is) the casket and the crystal (relic) box 
to deposit Buddha relics, offered by Kura's father,
Kura's mother, Kura and Siva'.
1* Both Buhler and Sircar have omitted this letter which 
is very clearly indicated in the plate (reference is 
made in this connexion to the photographs of the 
inscriptions published by Buhler in the Epigraphia 
Indica, II, l89*f-, pp. 326-329)*
2. This word has been taken by D.C. Sircar as corresponding 
to the Sanskrit term prap.ita meaning 1. led forwards, 
advanced,brought,offered, conveyed 2 . performed, executed, 
finished, made, prepared 3 « established, instituted, 
taught, said, written (Monier Williams, SEDt 1899* p* 660). 
It could also be connected with the Sanskrit word 
prajnapti, meaning 1 * teaching, information, instruction 
2 m  appointment, agreement, engagement (Monier Williams, 
op, cit, p. 659)* Of these meanings, the most suitable 
one in the context of the inscription seems to be 
•offered'.
3* The anusvara sign (m) in this word is clearly written 
although Sircar has omitted it. Buhler, however, has 
has noticed it.
k m  Regarding the usage of this term two alternative
interpretations could be suggested, a) as an irregular
infinitive ending in corresponding to Sanskrit -urn
which Sircar has proposed, b) as a genitive expressing
purpose, an example being gavam satasahasrasya hantuh
(see IA, 5 t1 8 76, p. 32). Whatever construction adopted
the meaning seems to be 'to place', 'to enshrine1,
'to deposit* and niketu may correspond to the Sanskrit
- term nikseptum = ni-W ksip (Pali nikkhittum , meaning
1. to lay down (carefullyTT to put down 2. to lay aside,
to put away 3 . eliminate, get rid of k m  to give in
charge, to deposit, entrust (PTS Dictionary, p. 189});
also see Monier Williams op.cit, p. 5 k 3  where the
meaning of_ nikgipafci is given as ,'t.o throw, or cast 
or put or lay "'Crown ■, rto give or heard over1, fto deposit'.
1
Casket I Inscription B
2 2
2 - 3Banavaputasa Kurasa sapitukasa majusa
* By Kura, the sou of Banava, associated with his 
parents (has been given) the casket*.
1. This inscription is evidently a continuation of 
inscription A (which is followed by C) all of which 
are engraved on the rim of the lower stone of the 
casket. Its subject matter concerns the gift of a 
casket by Kura, the son of Banava.
2. We have taken this as the equivalent of the Sanskrit 
term sapitykasya, the genitive singular form of 
sapitrka meaning 'associated with the parents', 
'together with the parents' where the meaning parents 
is suggested by the reference to both the father and 
mother of Kura in the earlier inscription. In the 
context this interpretation is preferable to that of 
'associated with the father'where the meaning sapitrka 
would be restricted to a single parent.
3 m  Both Buhler and Sircar have read this as majusa. The 
long stroke in the first letter is very clear and 
accordingly we have adopted the reading majuga.
i
Casket I Inscription C
Utaro Figahaputo kanitho
'Utara, the youngest son of Pigaha'.
1. This text is identical with that of Buhler and Sircar; 
the translation is the same as that of Buhler.
Casket II Inscription A tr— —   ■
1. Gothi'*
•m- 22. H iranavaghava 
V(u)galako Kalaho
Thorasisi
3
3 m  Samano Odalo
. I . . .  _ ■■ ■■ O —   —
6* Apaka . Samudo 
7 m  Anugaho Kuro
Sa-tugfro Jetako (Je)to Alinaka 
9. Varuno Piga(la)ko ICosako
10. Suto (Pa)po Kabhero (Ma)ga(la)ko
11. Sama%a(da)so Bharado 
QAaTo Thoratiso Tiso
13- Gilano Jambho 
1*f. Pu(ta)ra (A)bho 
Galava... Janako 
^6. Gosalakanam Kuro
17. Uposathaputo Utaro
tM H M M H Q  M W M M I M M H I H I I  M M M M M
18. Karahaputo
1. Skt. gosthi meaning 1. abode for cattlet cow-pen
2. meeting place (see monier Williams, 
SEP, 1899, p. 367). This may 
also mean a committee. Por 
discussion see supra, p^^l-^i.
2. This word has been taken as the first name in a list 
of members belonging to the committee whose names have 
been mentioned in the inscription. This is the only 
word in the inscription which ends in j^ a, except the 
word Alinaka injline 8 which Buhler reads as Alinaka.
This has been construed as connected with hiranyavyaghrapad 
meaning 1golden tiger footed*. It is not impossible that 
the word could be an adjective in the feminine gender 
having the same meaning. In that case it would Contd/
2 2 4
Contd.
Casket IX Inscription A
* The Committee (consisted^df) Hiranavaghava,
- - ~ 3V(u)gaJ.aka, Kalaha, Visaka, Thorasisi, ^samana Odala*;
Apaka • , Saluda, Anugaha, Kura, Satugha, Jetaka,
(Je)ta, Alinaka, Varuna, Piga(la)ka, Kosaka, Suta,
(Pa)pa, Kabhera, (Ma)ga(la)ka, Samana(da)sa, Bharada,
Odala, Thoratisa, Tisa, Gilasa, Jambha, Pu(ta)ra,
—  A
(A)bha, Galava ..., Janaka, Kura of the Gosalakas,
5IJposathaputa TJtara^ and Karahaputa’.
qualify gogthl.
This may be a sramana (an ascetic) whose name appears 
to be Odala.
In this case the individual Kura has been described 
with reference to a group to which he belonged - 
the group of Gosalakas (the name Gosalaka cannot be 
identified with certainty).
5* Uposatha means 1. a day of retreat, a weekly sacred 
day 2. the ceremony of a layman taking upon himself 
the eight silas (see PTS Dictionary. p. 151)- 
Upogatha in this context appears to have signified 
a person who was in charge of uposatha arrangements.
Casket II Inscription B
Sama(. da)sato hita(na..ta) Budaga sarirani 
mahiyanukamma(ni)
' The Buddha relics from Sama(. da)sa.....
1. There is no possibility of reading this as mahiyanu(ni) 
(jsafh) ma§a as Sircar has done. This word seems to be 
in grammatical agreement with sarirani but no meaning 
could be assigned to it.
Casket XI Inscription C
1
Gothisamapo Kubo 
Hirapakaragamapiputo Bubo
(This is the gift of) Kuba, the ascetic of the committee 
(and) Buba, the son of Hiranakaragama^i*. ^
1. We have taken this to mean sramapa (ascetic) of the 
committee, i,e* the ascetic who was a member of the 
committee*
2. Biragakara in this compound refers to the same person as 
gamapi* Buba appears to be the son of Hiranakaragamani• 
Biragakara means a goldsmith* while gamapi denotes
*a village chief1* Bublers translation appears to 
sWggest that Hiranakara was the name of the village 
chief. We may suggest another possibility that 
Hirapakara could mean, in the context of the inscription, 
'a chief of a village of goldsmiths*.
Casket II Inscription D
j <0 —
Sa gothi ni gamaputanam rajapamukha
° T — _ 2
S'arirasaputo Khubirako raja Sihagothiya pamugo 
tesam aihnafe majusa(ffi) phaligasamugo ca paslinasamugo ca
1 The committee of nigamaputras is headed by the king; 
king Khubiraka, the son of §arira, id the chief of the 
Siha Committee. Their (gifts are) the other casket, a 
box of crystal and a stone box*.
1. Buhler reads this as Bagathi while Sircar fce&ds -c 
two separate words jia gathi. But the letter go can 
be clearly seen in the inscription.
2. Both Buhler and Sircar have read this as pamukho, but 
the symbol*7\ (go) is clearly seen in the inscription.
3* nigamaputras, were residents o A  inhabitants of nigamas. 
The word nigama in Pali means a meeting place or 
market, a small town or a market town (PTS Dictionary% 
p. 190). For discussion see supra» p.j*/-.
Casket IX Inscription E
Samano Caghanaputo Btaro Aramutara(dha?)ta
/ 2 * The sramana (ascetic) Caghanaputa (the son of Caghana),
0tara Aramutara(dha?)ta*•
1# Buhler re^ds only Aramutara while Sircar has read 
two more letters Aramutara(pu)ta. No meaning can be 
however given to this terra.
2. Caghanaputa seems to be the name of the sramana 
cf. Sariputta, Moggaliputta etc.
'1
Casket XII Inscription A
Negama^
Vacho Cago
Jeto Jambho Tiso
Heto Acino Sabhiko
A(kha)gho Kelo Keso Maho
Seto Chadiko(ga or ha) Khabulo
Sonutaro samano
Samaiiadasa Samako 
M  —
(Ki or gi)muk;o>“ Citako
* The negama (inhabitants of the town) (are) Vacha, Caga, 
Jeta, Jambha, Tisa, Reta, Acina, Sabhika, Akhaga, Kela, 
Kesa, Maha, Seta, Chadika,(?), Khabula, Sonutara the 
sramana (ascetic), Samanadasa. Samaka, (Ki or Si)muka" P ** * 9 9
and Citaka* *
1. This inscription gives a list of names of the members 
'kk® ftigsiinsu All of these, except samana appear to 
be personal names, Sabhika, meaning *a member of a 
sabha (assembly), would also seem to be an exception.
2* From nigama, meaning * a city, town or a market place1 
(Monier Williams, SEP, 1899t p* 5^5)• Negama in this 
context may mean ’inhabitants of a town, city or a 
market place* (see PTS Dictionary, p. 213)*
3. This has been read as Kamuko by both Buhler and Sircar. 
The first letter of this word (line 9) is not ka, but 
may be either ki or jgd ( its sign is very clear) 
in which case the name is Kimuka or iSimukha.
Casket III Inscription. B
* 1 2 Arahadinanain gtathiya ma.jusa ca samugo ca tena (ga)mayena
Kubirako raja amki
* By the committee of Arahadinas (were given) a casket 
and a box. Within that time (by that time) king Kubiraka 
caused the marking to be done1.
1. Buhler translates this as *by the committee of the 
venerable Arahadina* while Sircar suggests the Sanskrit 
version Arahadattanam gojtya . The precise meaning of 
the word Arahadina is not clear* Whatever the meaning 
of the word may be, it is obvious from the context of 
the inscription that it qualifies gothiya, and may be, 
therefore, translated as the *gosthi of Arahadinas*.
2* Both Buhler and Sircar read this phrase as kama yena, 
but we have read j^ a instead of ka . Our translation of 
this inscription is, therefore, different from that of 
Buhler.
Crystal Inscription
— — 1 , 21• Matugamasa (Nam)dapurahi
-  -3
2. Suvanamaha
3- samanudesanam ^ ca
.  .  .  -  5 6 -tw Gilanakaresa Ayasaka
3* (?)thiya^
6. gohiya^ a, ga danam
1 This treasure is the excellent gift of the lady from 
(Nam)dapura and the novices from Suva^amaha for (on behalf 
of) the Ayasaka (go§-j;hi) of Gilanakara1,
* This is the only inscription in this series that is
inscribed on a crystal; as such it belongs to a category 
of its own,
1. We have interpreted this word to mean ’of the lady* 
taking matugama to mean1lady*, 1woman1* Matugama 
in Pali means * a womans, often used to refer to
fe'nf&males in the-Buddhist Vinaya (T,W. Rhys Davids, 
and W, Stede, PTS Dictionary, 1923» P* 152)* In the 
context, the reference appears to be £n an important 
female personage who was one of the joint donors of 
this gift,
2. (Ham)dapura+hi 'from (Nafli)dapura1 -abletive singular
form of (NamXdapura which has been taken as the name 
of a place with which the lady seems to have been 
connected with, hi is an expletive partiwle* One 
cannot account for the rather unusual order of words 
in line one, the normal prose form of which should 
have been '(Nam)dapurahi matugamasa *, It is possible 
that the writer wished to stress the fact that the 
lady was an important participant in this donation.
o o ofoi O
Contd.
Guvanamaha *from Suvanamaha,f abletive singular like 
{Nam)dapui?a above. The novices referred to in this 
Inscription (see also note *f) came from this place*
k m  Samanuddesanam is the genitive plural form of samanuddesa = 
samagera, 'a novice* (PTS Dictionary, p. 1^1), The novices 
referred to here have joined the distinguished lady 
in this donation. It is very likely that both parties 
to this donation belonged to the same gosthi.
Gilanakara*. This too has been taken as
a place name*
6. This appears to be a Prakrit form of the Sanskrit word 
ayasa, meaning *of iron* or *made of metal* (Monier Williams, 
SED, 1899j P* 1^8), It is also possible that ayasaka may 
have derived from ayasa, meaning *hard working *
(Monier Williams, op.cit., p. 148).
7. The missing letter here can tee variously read. It could 
be read as sa (sathiya, no meaning can be given to the 
word thus formed) or ya (yatfriya, *a pole*, but it is 
difficult to connect the word so formed with the other 
inscriptions) and may be a scribal error for j[o (see 
D.C. Sircar, ojd. cit). Thus the conjectural reading would 
be gothiya. One reason for reading it as go id that the 
legible part of the word is .thiya. If it is so read,
it would be in the dative singular and would mean
*to or for the gosthi1 * Gifts made by one party on behalf
of another are not uncommon in early inscriptions.
8. This word occurs nowhere else in this series of 
inscriptions. Its interpretation is problematic. Sircar 
takes itsas gohika and connects it with the Sanskrit 
words gyham and guha. But neither of these meanings
is acceptable in the context. The gift made here does 
not appear to be either a house or a cave, but a crystal. 
Accordingly we suggest that gohiya is a reference to 
the crystal object donated and hence we have translated 
it as ’treasure*. This is in keeping with the description 
of this as * the excellent gift* (a.gadanam)
Appendix II
referencesTable
to various Buddhist sects of the northern 
Deccan.
Number of referencesSectPlace
Mahas amghlkas 
Dharmot tarlyas
Karle
Nasik
Junnar Dharmot t arlyas 
C aitiya
Iianherl Bhadrayaniyas
Aparasaila
Amaravati
Purvasaila 
Mahavanas eliyas 
Hamgha
Alluru
Mahlsasaka 
Ayira-hagha 
(Mahas amghika s ?) 
Bahusrutlyas
Nagarjunakonda
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Table showing the geographical
distribution of sects.
n-awefturtmw *-*<ae»w jr.*efcCTw  ri M gaafcw
The group of sects which 
mainly flourished in the 
western, north-western 
and south-western India.
Sthaviravada
Sarvastivada
Haimavata
Vatsiputriya
Mahlsasaka
Kasyapxya
Saut rant ilea
Pharmottariya
B ha dr ay aniy a
Sammatiya
Mahasamghika group of 
sects in this area.
The group of sects which mainly 
flourished in the eastern and 
south-eastern India,.
Mahas amghika
Caitiya
Purvasaila
Aparasaila
Rajagirxya
Si&dharthika
Bahusrutiya
Sthaviravada group of
iw r ir iin  t i l l  Ijn Iifi [TiHTTiiiri-.iini iirrn*~ini-fiim'm >iV 1~i|iiiriii^nulii^rn»r.vn<T-|«
sects in this area.
Mahasamghika 
Bahusrutiya
Mahisasaka
Bthaviravada
cf. Lamotte*s list of inscriptional references showing the 
geographical distribution of sects: E# Lamotte, Histoire 
du Bouddhisme Indien des Origines a l*ere Saka3 1967, pp• 578-581• 
Also the taBle prepared by Hofinger showing the dispersion of sects 
between the East (Magadha) and West (Avanti) and North-West 
(Kashmir). M. Hofingex’, Etude Sur le Ooncile de Yaisalij 194&,
pp. 191, 194*
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Appendix mwain nr irmnr ww.vffija— -
1 Sources on the Second Council.
The prohlem connected with the appearance of 
the Mahasamghikas is complicated by the fact that the 
latter event has been related with the Second Buddhist 
Council by the Ceylon chronicles. In carder, to disentangle 
this complication one must critically analyse all the 
available sources throwing light on the subject. These 
sources are:
A The Canonical Sources.
mkwi n f* h" fcm i  <i pj W't.-w
The accounts of the Second Council preserved in 
the Vinaya Pitaka of various Buddhist sects.
1. Mo-ho-seng ch'i-lu (Vinaya of the 
Mahasamghikas), fIaisho, 14^5* chuan, 33* 
pp. 493a 21 »499a 17* The Sanskrit 
original of this book of discipline was 
found at Pataliputra. It was translatedo  ^
into Chinese in 416 A .P. by Buddhabhadra 
and 3?a-hien, then lost.
2. Ken-pen shuo i-ch!ieh--yu pu pfi-nai-yeh
irumir i Ti 1inII n i i i f  l~ h i H n l>u In ■ *t i m mi | m nfTi ii I n «H i |i n 1 hi H u I 1111 <n ilim II muT  h it in im ili'" irm n ii i t i f ir r -------mf  -  r— >-T~—f
tsa-shih(Vinaya of the Mulasarvastivadin),
>win tW b w fr v iB a lw n in ^  ^  +
Taisho 1451$ chuan 40$ PP*407c 21-414b 11 
The Mulasarvastivadin Vinaya has been 
translated from Sanskrit into Chinese by 
‘ I-tsing in 710 A.3). and preserved only 
in translation.
3* Dulva, XI, p. 323-331* The account we find
in « fln u |.m n n u a  * *
in the Pulva is the Tibetan version of the 
same Mulasarvastivadin account. For an 
English translation see ¥.¥. Rockhill,
The life of the Buddha, 1884, pp. 171-180.
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4» The account of Ssu-fen Xu (Vinaya in 
four parts). Taisho 1428, chuan 54 j 
pp. 966a 12-971 c 5* The Vinaya in four 
parts is of the Dharmaguptaka school.
The Sanskrit original, now lost, was 
translated by Buddhayasas and.
Tchou-Po-nien at the beginning of the 
fifth century A.3).
5 o Mi-sha-se pu ho hsi wu-f en lu (Vinaya in
Unrm inr it iH iHM iHHMim ir.r irn ir n■■I**'‘n MT-liti ifTnpTtnr-ttrrtrr-fTiT"tir-*ii IT I  Ml llffi' r ijilT  ' I1 ' " r  f it f — T *  .tn O .V.A t|iiHw tjW
five parts of the Mahisasakas), Taisho 
12{.21, chuan 30, pp. 190c 10-I94h 28.
Buddhajiva from Kashmir in 423-424 A.D* 
directed the translation of this work 
into Chinese.
6. The account of the Council in the Pali
language* XIIth khandhaka of the 
Cullavagga. Edited by It. Oldenberg,
r .  iifi im<i^  Hiii >i in'nl M 1 *iVrrT-ninn
The Vinaya Pitaka II, PTS, 1930, pp.294“308.
Eor an English translation see T.W. Rhys
Davids and H. Oldenberg, Vinaya Texts 
translated from the Pali, III, SBE XX, 1885, 
pp. 386-414•
7- The account of the Shih-sung Xu (Vinaya in
1 . —■— — ■*— ■ *--- ' »■■■■— N teBgfcM y.im.frj»fc»g*fr
ten recitals), Taisho 1435a chuan 60,
pp. 450a 27, chuan 61,_pp. 45 ob 8. This is
the Vinaya of the Sarvastivadin sect. It's
Chinese translation begun in 404 A.D. was
made successively by Punyatrata Kumar&jiva
and Vimalaksa.*
8. The account of P’i-ni-mu ching(Vinayamatrka~
Sutra), Taisho 1463? chuan 4 , pp. 818c 
24-825a 12. This work of the Haimavata sect is 
also preserved only in its Chinese translation. 
It dates from the end of the fourth or the 
beginning of the fifth century A.D.
B • The non-Cononical Sources.
A . The Pali Sources:
1. Samantapasadika (Buddhaghosa*s 
commentary to the lDali Vinaya"
Pitaka). PTS edn., H. Oldenberg,
iamTtat  ff ♦rtrnwtcgii' * _  .
The Vinaya Pitaka, III, i881,
fcgg<icaa* Ftf*aM'a*<ntmuiawmjai»wli,iMr ii i '* inil'»>n'i n m  4  hbb<w<mu * *
pp. 294 ff.
2 . Dipavamsa IV, 47-53 and V, 16-31•
Edited and translated into English 
by Ii. Oldenberg, The Dipavamsa,
an Ancient Buddhist Historical Hecord  ^
1879? Text pp • "33-3S™transI^tion 
pp. 137-140*
3* Mahavamsa. Edited and translated by 
¥. Geiger 5!£he Mahavamsa, PTS edn.
1908, pp. 21-27* English translations 
The Mahavamsa or the Great Chronicle 
of Ceylon, PTS,edn, 1934? PP* 18-25*
B . Tibetan Sources:
1 . Bu-ston; Translated by E. Obermiller,
The History of Buddhism in India and 
Tibet, translated from Tibetan,
Materialen 32ur Kunde des Buddhismus,
Heft 19? 1932, pp. 91-96.
2. Taranatha: Translated by A. Schiefner, 
Taranatha1s Geschichte des Buddhismus
| iiiiin*iiiin i>ii»**iii''iiiim » *■ iinm m rn i m im n »iiniun iiaiiiiiaM>n w i iihi h <n n n i i  > mm $ III n r  im  i f n r n  mu m iinnTrfwniimnrmin
in Indien3 aus dem Tibetisehen, ueberzezt, 
18697 pp. 40-42* Taranatha1 s work was 
finished in 1608.
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C. Chinese Sources:
The account of Hiuai Tsang, Ta-T * ang 
hsi-yu-chi Taisho 2087, chuan I, 
pp. 868c 1 -875b 7- l?or a translation 
in French see St• Julien, Voyages des 
Pelerins Bouddhistes, 1, Histoire de 
la Vie de Hiouen Thsang et de Ses 
Voyages dans l’lnde, 1853; For an 
English translation see S. Beal, 
3i~Yu~j£i Buddhist Records of the 
Western World, Translated From the 
Chinese of Iliuen Tsiang ?a3T^29T»
r .Mti g f  . . . . ... ■ ._ * , !  Jt| , f -- in .. ■■Mi" *
II, 1884, pp. 74“75, also see 
T. Watters, On Yuan Ghwang1s Travels in 
India, II, 1905, PP. 73-77.
2. Sources on the secession of sects•
1 . The Ceylonese tradition: This is mainly 
represented "by the accounts given in the 
Dxpavamsa and Mahavamsa to which 
references have been made in section I •
2. The Hammatlya tradition: This tradition
is found in the account of Bhavya. For a 
translation in French see A. Bareau,
'Trois Traites Sur les Sec^s Bnuddhinp^s 
dus a Vasumxtra, Bhavya et Vxnitadeva1 ,
Journal Asiatique, 1934, 1-2. For a 
translation in English see W.W. Hookhill,
The Life of the Buddha, 1907, pp. 182-196.
3• The Kashmir translation:
1 • She-li-fo wen-ching(Sariputrapariprechasutra) ,
Taisho 1465, P* 900hc* This is a work of 
Mahasamghilca origin, and has been translated into 
. Chinese between 317 and Zf.20 A.D.
The 8amayabhedoparao anacakra of Vasumitra.
There are one Tibetan and three Chinese 
translations for this work. For an English 
translation of the Chinese version see 
J. Masuda, ’origin and doctrines of early 
Indian Buddhist schools’, Asia Major, II,
*  >Wi Ikil— I ■ > « * H.I* uiajlg* II * *
1925, PP« 1-78. For a French translation of the 
Tibetan version see A* Bareau, 'Trois Traites 
Bur Les Sectes Bouddhiques dus a Vasumitra, 
Bhavya et Vinltadeva*, Journal Asiatique, 1934, 
p. 233 ff.
Appendix IV
It should be noted that,
a) only those inscriptions, which have 
survived undamaged, and which can be dated 
with some certainty to the Sar&avahana 
period have been classified in this 
appendix.
b) The inscriptions are classified by 
place, donor, the nature of donation, 
and its purpose, when specified.
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